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igests of Recent Opinions 


JICIPAL LAW—Apart from;|in the absence of provision 
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ra salary not earned, hence| submission itself, the court has 
here can be no recovery of! no power to recommit the mat- 
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by a policeman who 
rongfully suspended. 


ed from an opinion by} 


J. rendered Jan. 29, 


_ J. Court of Errors and | 


Strohmeyer v. Little 
For appellant—Joseph 


idielle, James A. Major. 


respondent—Charles W. 
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ant was a police officer 


Ferry. On Dec. 4, 1945 
suspended pending his 

charges preferred 
him. On Sept. 9, 1946 


civen a trial and found 


He then sued for his 
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The complaint was 


nd he appeals. 
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nn of the report for con- 
ation, the arbitrators lost 


fupon became functus of-| 
- The authority of the ar-|that impeac 
htors Was terminated by the whose dockets are 
on of the award: and, proper approach. 


on charges, is granted 


40:47-6. Under R.S.40:- 


is provided that where 
man has been illegally 

and such dismissal 
declared judicially il- 
shall be entitled to his 
the period of illegal 

But the legislature 
> no such provision for 


gal suspension, and since 


no such right granted, 
below was correct. 
clear that apart from 
here is no right of re- 


for a salary not earned. 


a. 


ITRATION—Upon the pre- 


on of the arbitrators’ 
and award, the arbi- 
lose jurisdiction of the 
matter, unless the 
sion provides to the 


ntrary. 
the 


absence of provision 
sre in the submission 
the statute, the court 
power to recommit an 


to the arbitrators for | 
rther action. 


st the defendant aris- | 


f a bus catastrophe. 
S a rule in each case 
x the cause to arbitra- 
ccordance with an ar- 


_ agreement which pro- 


arbitrators’ award 
final. 

7, 1948 the arbitrators’ 
awards was submit- 
en court for confirma- 
ntiff thereupon moved 
firmation be deferred 
her an opportunity to 
the arbitrators for a 


ation of her award on 


¥ 


ole ground that it is inade- 


© objection was made 
ther party. 

otion must be denied. 
€ statute, upon presen- | 


on. The tribunal 


> 


ter to the arbitrators for furth- 
er action. 

Where an award is impeached 
|and set aside, the parties are 
relegated to their original rights 
|}and remedies. An award is im- 
|peachable under the statute on- 
|ly if procured “by corruption or 
|'undue means” and it is con- 
| ceded that the award here is not 
| assailable on any ground falling 
| within that category. In the 
|absence of misconduct or want 
of good faith on the part of the 
|arbitrator, the mere fact that 
|the award seems’ excessive or 
inadequate is not sufficient to 
warrant judicial interference. 

There is no authority in eith- 
|er the statute or the submission 
for a rehearing on the merits 
and a correction of the award in 
accordance with findings. And, 
even if the power of recommit- 
al be implied,, it could not be 
exercised on the showing here. 
Dissatisfaction with the quant- 
um of the award, without more. 
would not warrant a remission. 


The award is confirmed. 


Seeks 5-6ths Jury Verdict, 


For Civil Cases In 
New Jersey 


Trenton (ACCN)—A bill that 
would permit a jury in civil 
cases to return a verdict on 
agreement by five-sixths of the 
jury has been introduced in the 
legislature. 

The measure was sponsored 
by Sen. Arthur W. Lewis, who 
last summer was author of a 
constitutional amendment 
which would authorize the state 
legislature to enact such legis- 
lation in civil cases only. New 
Jersey’s old constitution made 
mandatory unanimous action 
iby a jury panel. 

The pending bill provides that 
when a verdict is to be less than 
a unanimous vote, the |jury 
must be polled in open court. 
No jury shall be discharged for 
its inability to arrive at a ver- 
dict, the bill provides, unless 
the court first determines that 
agreement by five-sixths of the 
jury is not attainable. 

When a 12-membker jury sits 
in a trial, the bill would permit 
a verdict by either 10 or 11 jur- 
ors agreeing, and when a six- 
member jury is sitting five jur- 
ors could return a verdict. Un- 
animous verdicts still would be! 


| 
| 


| required in criminal cases. 


Withholding Pay of 
Judges Behind in Work 
Held Illegal ' 


Lansing (ACCN)—It is illegal | 
to hold up salaries of judges if 
they are behind in the disposi-| 
| tion of cases, pursuant to a 1947 | 
enactment of the Michigan legis- | 
lature, Atty.-Gen. Eugene F.| 
Black has ruled. 

The law provided that Circuit 
judges and those of Detroit Re- 
corder’s court and the Grand 
Rapids Superior court could not 
draw their pay unless they filed 
affidavits on June 30 and Dec. 31 
that all cases entered with the| 
court as of six months previously 
had been decided. 

Wayne’s Circuit judges had 
contended that the act was un-| 
constitutional and the opinion 
was requested by the state audi- | 
tor general. The ruling advised ; 
hment of judges 
behind is the 
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Philadelphia Bar Ass'n 
Adopts Lawyer's 
Reference Plan 





The Philadelphia Bar Associa- 
tion has approved an amended 
plan for the establishment of a 
Lawyers’ Reference Service to 
be operated by the association. 
The action was taken at a spec- 
ial meeting called to consider 
amendments to the plan sub- 
mitted at the December meet- 
ing. 





1. Purpose. 


| The purpose of the plan is to 


moderate fee for 
and do not have an attorney 
may be referred by the Phila- 
delphia Bar Association to 
members of the bar who are 
willing to give them a brief con- 
sultation for a fixed fee, and, 


gal services, 


client’s ability to pay. No person 
will be referred to a lawyer un- 
der the plan if already repre- 
sented by an attorney. 

2. The Service 

The service shall be operated 








(Continued on page 5, col. 3) 


The amended plan provides: | 


provide a means whereby per-| 
sons who can afford to pay a| 
legal advice | 


where necessary, additional le-| 
the compensation ; 
for which will be based upon the} 
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An Analysis of the Taft-Hartley Bill 





| By Samuel L. Rothbard and 
| Emil Oxfeld 


|Q. What does the name of the 
|new law reveal? 

| A. The new law is called “La- 
| bor-Management Relations Act 
/of 1947”. The title demostrates 
| that its purpose is to aid man- 
|agement because the old law, 
|which is called the “National 
| Labor Relations Act” had as its 
stated purpose to help labor. 
Upon reading the bill, one will 
find that although provisions 
of the Wagner Act are re- 
peated, new provisions are add- 
ed whose scle purpose is to 
curb union activities or to en- 
courage employer resistance to 
union activities. 


Q. What does this law say 
about the causes of strikes and 
other forms of industrial un- 
rest? 


A. This law recognizes that the 
denial by the employers of the 
right of their employees to or- 
ganize causes interference with 
peaceful labor relations. How- 
ever, this law unlike the Wag- 
ner Act goes on to blame trade 
unions also for industrial un- 
rest and it states that the 








By Solon Chadwick Reed* 

| Vice-Chancellor Egan, in a re- 
leent decision, interpreted a 
testamentary annuity trust to 
include provision for the pay- 
'ment, from the trust, of Federal 
Income Tax assessed to the life 


tenants on account of the re- 
ceipt of trust income. This rul- 
ling should be of interest, not 
|only to lawyers and accountants, 
|but to fiduciaries and benefici- 
| aries generally, since a Similar 


|construction in other situations 
‘can materially alter the inter- 
lests of tenants and remainder- 
| men.’ 


a 


| In the instant case, the test- 
lator, a wealthy grocer, directed 
|the payment of substantial sums 
to his wife and daughter an- 
nually during their lives. As a 


lresult of the amendment of the 


Internal Revenue Code subse- 
quent to his death,’ the two 
beneficiaries became liable for 
personal income taxes on the 


yearly payments. The trustees 
sought the instructions of the 


'Court as to whether, under the 


wording of the instrument set- 
ting up the trust, they were re- 


quired to pay to the testator’s | 


widow and daughter an addi- 
tional sum equal to their tax 
liability. The two life tenants 
and a large number of institu- 
tional contingent remaindermen 
were joined as parties defend- 
ant. Held, that the annuities 
payable to the widow, daughter 
and the issue of the daughter 
were free from income taxes and 
other taxes, and that the fiduc- 
iaries were required to pay for or 
to said beneficiaries the amounts 
by which their income taxes 
have been or may be increased 
by reason of the inclusion in 
their taxable incomes of | 
amounts received from said fid- 


| uciaries. 


Although the instant case is| 
apparently the first decision | 
favoring annuitants, the ques-| 
tion is not a new one in respect 
to income taxes generally® A 
variant of the problem, which 
is essentially one of construc- 
tion, arose frequently in connec- 
tion with long-term leases.* In 
the typical situation, an expand- 
ing lessee corporation, in return 
for a lease of all its property for 
an .extended period, agreed - to 





—-_ 


|peals agreed with the 


rected to pay income taxes, but 
| vitiated the persuasiveness of 
| the opinion below by modifying 


Construction of the Provisions of a Will to Provide 
For the Payment of Federal Income Tax on Annuities 


discharge all indebtedness of the 


lessor and pay its stockholders | 


a fixed annual dividend, free of 
taxes. The lessor then terminat- 
ed its active life and continued 
as a mere Shell. A large number 
of such agreements were con- 
cluded in the late nineteenth 
and early twentieth century, 
during a period of widespread 
consolidation in American in- 
dustry, and the appearance of 
the Federal Income Tax Law in 


1913 gave rise to considerable | 
litigation involving an interpre- | 


tation of the contract language.’ 
Minute distinctions in phrase- 


ology were often important in. 


determining where the burden 
of the corporation income tax 
would fall. 

A situation more 
analogous to the 


precisely 
instant case 


elimination of trade union 
practices, which interfere with 
interstate commerce, is one of 
the purposes of the bill. This 
means that this bill seeks to 
make it more difficult for un- 
ions to conduct strikes. 


Q. Who will administer this 
law? 

A. A National Labor Relations 
Board consisting of five men 
appointed by the President 
with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. The President will 
designate one of these mem- 
bers as Chairman of the Board. 


Q. Who will prosecute cases for 
the N.L.R.B.? 

A. A General Counsel for the 
Board will have final authority 
to issue comlaints and prose- 
cute unfair labor practices. 
The General Counsel will be 
appointed by the President, 
with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. The new act elim- 
inates the Review Section of 
the present Board. 


Q. When does this law become 
effective? 

A. By and large sixty days af- 
ter it was passed, which means 
August 22 was the effective 
date. Certain parts of the law 
become effective immediately. 
This will be discussed later. 


Q. How does the law define 
labor’s right to organize? 

A. Under the Wagner Act, the 
famous Section 7 gave employ- 
ees the right to organize in 
unions to bargain collectively 
through representatives of their 
own choosing. The _ present 
|law repeats that language but 
then goes on to add that work- 
ers “shall have the right to re- 
frain from any and all such 
| activities” except as that right 
is modified by a union security 
clause. This means that tech- 
nically speaking a worker 
| would have a right not to have 
anyone influence him to join a 
union. Of course the consti- 
tutional rights of free speech 
would prevent any interpreta- 
tion which would mean that it 
would be illegal to ask a worker 
to join a union. 





is presented by In re Johnson’s | 


Estate.” This involved a direc- 


tion to executors and trustees to | 
pay testator’s widow one half of | 


the net income of a trust of his 


residuary estate for life, “free of | 


any and all tax or charge what- 
soever.” The will was executed 
in 1919, the testator died in 1924, 


and the decision was rendered in | 
1925. No fundamental change in | 


tax procedure occurred during 


Q. Does this law make it pos- 
sible for the unions to be guilty 
of unfair labor practices? 

A. Yes. This is one of the 
most significant changes made 
by the new law. The unfair 
labor practices of which a un- 
ion can be guilty areas follows: 
1. To restrain or coerce employ- 
ees of the exercise of the rights 
guaranteed in Section 7. 


that period. The Appellate Div- | 


ision of the New York Supreme 


Court, Finch, J., dissenting, or- | 


dered the trustee to pay State 
and Federal Income taxes on 


| the one half of net income due 


to the widow, from the half 
which- was payable to other 
beneficiaries. The Court of Ap- 
lower 
Court that the Trustee was di- 





(Continued on page 4, col. 3) 





* LE. 
turer in 


(Wesleyan). LL.B. (Yale). Lee- 


_ Economics, University College, 
Rutgers University. 
1. 140 N. J. Eq. 291, 54 A. (2d) 473, 
{Commmeretat Trust Co. v. Kohl, et. al. Ch. 
). 


2. See Prentice-Hall Inc., publishers, Es- 
tate and Tax News Leher, Sept. 1947, p. 3. 
3. The taxes involved in the Kohl case, 


computed at prevailing rates with a ‘‘nor- 
mal’’ (10%) deduction, amount to approxi- 
ey og | $30,000 per annum 


|This is very broad 
and unless interpreted in the 
|manner suggested above, it 
| would mean that a union had 
|no right to attempt to persuade 
|a worker to join a union. How- 
'ever, we believe this would be 
lan unconstitutional infringe- 
ment of the right of free 
speech. Another unfair labor 
practice of which a union could 
be guilty is an attempt to cause 
an employer to discharge an 
employee who is no longer a 
member of the union except 
for failure to pay his regular 
dues and the initial fee - 
uniformly required of all mem- 
bers. This means that as long 
as an employee pays his dues 
to a union, the union cannot 
ask to have him discharged 
from the plant despite any 
other action which this em- 
ployee has committed, such as 
disloyalty to the union, en- 


language 








_ 4. See. 111. Revenue Act of 1942, 26 
U.S.C.A. See. 162 (d) (1). 2 

5. See Annotations 51 A.L.R. 454, 116 
A.L.R. 854, 141 A.L.R. i“ 

6. Annotations 124 A.L.R. 1020, 140 
A.L.R. 516. 

7. Johnson v. Western Union Telegraph 
Co., et al, 293 N.Y. 379, 57 N. E. (2d) 721 
(Ct. of Ap. N. Y. 1944). 

8. 214 App. vw. 1, 283 WN. ¥. G. 376 
(Sup. Ct., App. Div. 1925). 





? 
(Continued on page 3, col. 1) 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS ' 





REAL PROPERTY—To be con- 
structive notice of ownership, 
the possession of lands must 
be so open, notorious and vis- 
ible as to indicate the occu- 
pant, or that someone other 
than the record owner has 
rights in the premises. 

—The mere cultivation of lands'| 
does not of itself, amount to) 
constructive notice that any- 
one other than the reputed 
owner is in possession. 
Digested from "an opinion by 

Colie, J. rendered Jan. 29, 1948. 

N. J. Court of Errors and Ap- 

peals. Hosier v. Great Notch. 





For appellants—Joseph V. Fum- 
agalli, Peter Hofstra of counsel. | 
For respondent—Cox & Wal-| 
burg, William H. Cox of coun-}| 
sel. 

This is an appeal 
judgment of non-suit. 

The complaint alleged the} 
plaintiffs were owners of cer-| 
tain lands from. which defend-| 
ant had removed sand, soil and | 
gravel without permission. The| 
defendant denied ownership in| 


from a 


the plaintiffs and pleaded own- | 
ership in itself. 

The facts developed on plain- | 
tiffs’ case were that in 1903! 





| served 
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ND LOAN ASSOCIATION i| 
: NATIONAL ‘NEWARK BLDG. || 


B14 Conimerce. st” - Newark, NoJ.: 
Consult “MOHAWK” for 
G.I. Home Loans 





| sequent 
|for valuable consideration not 


| Mott’s unrecorded ceed; 


| that the fact that lands are un- 
| der 
| selr, 


possession. 
| chaser with notice, 
| tion must be such as to put 
‘4 | prudent 
4| must 


| evidence 


lin 
| notice to the jury. 


John H. DeMott and Mary 
Brewster were the owners of 
adjoining farms and the lands 
here involved were owned by 
Brewster but jutted into De- 
Mott’s farm. In 1903 Mrs. Brew- 
ster conveyed this “jog” to De- 
Mott who did not record the 
deed until Dec. 10, 1906. In the| 
spring of 1903 and 1904 DeMott} 
cultivated part of the “jog”. In| 
1904 Mary Brewster conveyed 


her husband by death and re- 
mains unmarried; the _ sur- 
viving lawful wife of a deced- 
ent.” 

-—-Provision for payment to the 
widow of X means payment 
to whoever is his wife when 
X dies unless a contrary in- 
tent is manifest. 

Digested from an opinion by 

Stein, V.C. rendered Feb. 5, 1948. 

In Chancery of New Jersey. Be- 








her farm including the “jog” to 
one Ward and this deed was 
recorded on June 6, 1905. Plain- | 
tiffs claim title as devisees of| 
DeMott; defendant claims title 
through Ward. 


At the times mentioned the 
recording act, now R.S. 46:22-1; 
provided that an _ unrecorded 
deed shall be void against sub- 
bona fide purchasers 


notice thereof, whose 
have been first duly 


having 
! deed shall 
| recorded. 
To 
prove 


prevail, plaintiffs had to 
Ward had notice of De- 
actual 
or constructive. They contend 
such notice was shown because 
DeMott was in possession and 
had cultivated the lands. Pos-| 
session may or may not amount 
to implied notice. The posses- 
sion must be manifested by no- 
torious acts of ownership 
such as would naturally be ob- 
and known by others. 
This court has previously held 


cultivation does not, of it- 
suggest that anyone other 
the reputed owner is in 
To charge a pur- 
the occupa- 
a 
person on inquiry; it 
indicate the occupant, or 
some one other than he 


than 


that 


4| who has record title has rights 


There was no 
in this case which 
| would have justified the court 
submitting the question of 


in the premises. 


Affirmed. 
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‘the payment of one 


| married Lillian K. Reynolds. 


| person 
| who is the wife at the time of 


formance 


iween Montclair Trust and Rey- 
nolds et als. For complainant— 
Boyd, Dodd, Keer & Booth John 
A. Booth). For defendants— 
| Pitney, Hardin, Ward & Bren- 
nan (Waldron M. Ward) and 


| David Young 3rd. 


Complainant seeks  instruc- 
tions with reference to a trust 
agreement entered into in 1925 
by it with the late Thomas B. 


| Reynolds. 


The trust provided for pay- 
ments to several life beneficiar- 
ies now deceased, 3nd -then for 
half of the 
income to the children of John 
Russell Reynolds, and for pay- 
ment of the other half “to the 
widow of John Russ@ll Reynolds, 
if any, as long as she be his 
widow”. The question present- 
ed is who is meant by the pro- 
| vision for the payment “to the 
| widow af any . 

At the time of the eoankbia of 
the trust John R. Reynolds was 
married to Empsee F. Rey- 
nolds who subsequently divorced 
him and married Watkins H. 
Wood. She is still living. After 
the divorce John R. Reynolds 
She 
is also still living. 

The word “widow” 
mon word having a common 
meaning. It is defined in the 
dictionaries as “A ‘yvoman who 
has lost her husband by death 
and remains unmarried; the 
surviving lawful wife of a de- 
cedent’’. Our courts have adopt- 
ed the same definition in con- 
struing this term, and have 
consistently held that unless a 
different meaning is apparent 
in the instrument or some indi- 
cation is giventhat the term was 
meant to refer to a particular 
in existence,the person 


is a com- 


death of the husband, is the one 
who is meant. Mrs. Woods hav- 
ing divorced John R. Reynolds 
put an end to the marriage re- 
lationship and is nct his widow 
in contemplation of law. The 
|widow is Lillian K. Reynolds 


|and she is entitled to one half 


|of the income in question. 
| HUSBAND AND WIFE—SPECIF- 
IC PERFORMANCE — Specific 
performance will not lie to en- 
force an agreement between 
husband and wife for the sup- 
port and maintenance of the 
wife and children. 
| Digested from an opinion by 
Stein, V. C. rendered Jan. 30, 
1948. In Chancery of New Jersey. 
Between Furman and Furman. 
For complainant—Milton M. and 
Adrian M. Unger. For defendant 
| —Dougal Herr. 
This is a motion to strike the 
| complaint. 
| The parties were man and wife 
| until divorced on July 14, 1939. 
) | Prior to the decree nisi the de- 
| fendant agreed to pay complain- 
} ant $250 per month for support 
| and maintenance of herseif and 
| their son, and also to have issued 
| and maintain an insurance pol- 
| icy on his life for $10,000 payable 
| to complainant. The decree nisi 
;}entered April 13, 1939, set 
| forth the terms of defendants 
| undertaking and required per- 
thereof. Defendant 
| obtained the policy and paid pre- 
|miums until 1942 . Complainant 
| paid the premium in 1942 and 


LAW BOOKS 


BOUGHT - SOLD - APPRAISED 


GANN LAW BOOKS 











WORDS AND PHRASES—Wid- | 
ow is “a woman who has lost! 


New Professional and Business Taxes 
Levied By Cities 


receipts taxes while other; 
mercantile taxes which are 
ilar in application. 
Fredericksburg and Richy 
Va.; Trenton, N. J.; and 
cah, Ky. are among citix 
adopt gross receipts bu 
“license” taxes most recent} 


Cities are adding millions to 
their tax revenues this year by 
imposing new taxes on local 
business and professions. 

The Municipal Finance Offic- 
ers Assn. reports that most of 
these new levies are based on 
business income. Some are gross 





Pennsylvania, the state Sup, 
court recently upheld valid; 
Pittsburgh’s new mercantil: 
Philadelphia’s school dis 
has a similar levy and Mcx 
port plans to incorporate ,¢ 
its new budget. 
Richmond's new tax 01 
requires retailers to pay 
on each $100 gross 
Wholesale businesses } 
cents on each $100 of purct 
Professional persons pay $ 
eac h $100 gross income. 





has paid all premiums since, 
totaling $2,392.40. 

In May 1942 complainant 
sought to have defendant held in 
contempt for failure to pay the 
premiums. The application was 
denied on the ground that un- 
dertaking had not merged with 
the final decree and was not in 
the nature of alimony and there- 
fore could not be enforced by 
way of contempt. 

In March 1946 complainant ¢ 
petitioned the court to require 
defendant to pay her the sum of 
$1447.70 which complainant had 
then paid in premiums and for 
other relief. The court granted 
the petition to the extent of in- 
creasing the monthly support 
payment to $275 but denied the 
application with reference to 
premiums. 

The foregoing facts together 
with the advisory master’s orders 
are set up in the coniplaint. 

An agreement between hus- 
band and wife for separate main- 
tenance will not be specifically 
enforced. Such agreements are 
subject to control of the Court 
of Chancery, but not by way of 
specific performance. They may 
be regarded by the court as evi- 
dential, though not controlling, 
in determining the amount of 
separate maintenance or alimony 
to be awarded. 

Complainant can at any time 
apply to the court for revision of 
the provisions for support and 
maintenance, but cannot have 
specific performance of an agree- 
ment with regard thereto. 

The bill is dismissed. 
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tax schedule follows a 
pattern. 

An unusual feature of the 
Richmond ordinance is th 
imposes a flat $300 license { 
professional men who hay: 
fices elsewhere but who 
cases in the city. 

Trenton’s revised license 
dinance sets up a fee scales 
ing at $5 for small busing 
and ranging up to $1 
businesses grossing more 
$1 million a year. Some king 
business still pay a flat 
fee. 

In Paducah, new busin 
cense rates range from 
one per cent on retail 
fuel oil or milk to 3/10 of 
per cent on professions and 
chants, and 1/10 of one per 
on automobile dealers. TI! 
ense fee manufact 
based on the number of 
ees. 

Pittsburgh and Philade 
expect their new merca 
taxes on wholesale an 
sales to vield several 
annually. 


£ 
4 UI 











790 Broad St., Newark 2, N. J. 


INCOME PROTECTION WITH LIFETIME BENEFI 


A New Insurance for Loss of Professional Ti 


Sickness Disability Accident Disab 


Provision for Provision f 


One day to life One day ¢ 


Benefits Benefits 


Omana, 
THE UNITED BENEFIT LIFE 
INSURANCE COMPANY 


The Companies organized by Dr. C. C. Criss 
Licensed and Qualified, with Branch Offices, in All States 


POLICYHOLDERS IN EITHER COMPANY PROTECTED BY 
LARGE RESERVE FUNDS 

MILLIONS PAID IN BENEFITS. PROMPT CLAIM SERVICE. 
Policies issued by these Companies, have Liberal, Broad Coverage Pr 
visions for Time Loss Protection. Professional Time is your great 
You assume the Liability for all that your limited Policy & 
to help you. Th 
Many have be 


asset. 
not protect. This Insurance is specifically designed 
ands have been helped from the first day of disability. 
paid for long periods, from five to thirty years. 
Accidents. 


Accident. 


Indemnity for Specific Losses by 
Monthly Indemnity for Disability 
Monthly for Disabilit 


Special Provision for Indemnity during Recovery Periocs 


by 


Indemnity vy by Sickness. 


Additional Indemnity for Hospital, or Reg. Nurse Expe 


Special Coverage Policies for Members of ages 60 to 75 ye 


No Cancellation (No. 16), or Age Limitation (No. 20) Stana# 
Provisions. 
Insurance not promoted by local membership organizations 


* All Qualified Members of your Profession accepted. 


Whether you are now insured, or considering some form of Di sabib 
Insurance, you should know more about the Professional Policies, 

Income Provisions for One day of Disability; and For Life, if you sb 
become Totally Disabled for an extended period, by Accident or © 
fining Sickness. Waiver of Premium Provision. Emergency Protec 
is assured to Members of the Professions. Policies issued for Mon™ 
Income to protect your time value, within Company insuring 1™ 


For full information, address 
CHARLES R. GUERNSEY, Manager 
PROFESSIONAL POLICY DIVISION 
27 WASHINGTON STREET NEWARK 2, NEW JERS! 
Telephone -Mitchell 2-2602 
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The Taft-Hartley Bill 





torney believes that the charge 
is true and that a complaint 
should be issued, he may peti- 


tiv yj who go out iat 
see Of See Santen . tion any District Court for an 








State School Aid Asked 
To Prevent Local 
Tax Rises 


Trenton—The $13,000,000 in- 
crease in state school aid which 
is being sought from the Legis- 
lature this year, is designed to 
help keep local taxes from rising, 
Clyde W. Struble,: chairman of 
the Educational Planning Com- 
mission, stated today. Mr. 
Struble is mayor of Ocean City. 

“While the Commission is ad- 
vocating this as a measure of 
tax relief,’ Mr..Strubble said, 
“we do not want the public to 
think that it necessarily means 
tax reduction. The state would 





have to provide far more than 
$13,000,000 to bring any material 
tax cut under present condi- 
tions.” 

“The plain facts are, however, | 
that school costs are rising in| 
nearly every community. Unless | 
the state helps, those increases | 

| 
| 


will mean higher local taxes. | 
That is what we are seeking to| 
prevent. 


“It is not the fault of school 
boards or teachers that schools | 
are costing more. School costs 
have risen far less than most 
other costs in the present infla- | 
tionary period. But it is inevit- 
able that they show some in-| 
srease. Teachers’ salaries have 
to be raised to meet higher liv- | 
ing costs; and the current! 
teacher shortage makes it pos-| 
sible for teachers to ask and get | 
more money. At the same time}! 
the costs of textbooks and sup- 
plies are rising steadily. To meet 
the crisis, boards of education! 
last year used their surpluses, | 
and many had to cover deficits | 
when they framed their new 
budgets. 

“The issue before the legisla- | 
ture, therefore, is how to help 
local schoo] districts meet these 
inevitable increases without let- | 
ting local taxes rise further. We 
believe that this can be done 
through state aid to schools fin- | 
anced by some such combina- 
tion of taxes as the State School | 
Aid Commission has proposed. | 





Five-Day Week For N. Y. 
City Courts Up To 
Legislature 


Albany (ACCN) — Three sets 
of bills aimed at bringing about 
a five-day working week in the 
New York City courts of record 
have been introduced in the 
state legislature here. 


One measure would provide 
that offices of county clerks, 
courts of record, registrars. of 
deeds, and sheriffs be closed on 
Saturdays. A second would allow 
five working days for all employ- 
ees in the offices of the county 
clerks, registrars and courts of 
record, while a third would 
simply provide that the courts of 
record be closed on Saturdays. 


Announcement 





Friend & Friend announce the 
removal of their offices to 802 
Main Ave., Clifton. 
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Mortgage Loans 


ON LOW TERMS—AT MINIMUM 

COSTS — AND COMPLETE CO- 

OPERATION WITH APPLICANT’S 
OWN COUNSEL. 


JERSEY MORTGAGE 
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ROBERT E. GOLDSBY 


President 


280 N. Broad, Elizabeth 
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Citle Service 





COMPLETE. COOPERATIVE 
STATEWIDE SERVICE 


New Jersey REALTY TITLE 


of opinion. It is also necessary 
| to notify the Federal Mediation 
|and Conciliation Service that a 
| dispute exists within 30 days 
|after the 60-day notice has 
| been served on the employer. 
| At the same time, any state or 
| territorial conciliation body 


(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
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—We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 
FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 


24 Commerce S$ 
Newark 2, Fie 


. MArket 3-3213-4 
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No Applications Required on Fiduciary 
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In every 


period of National State’s 


136 years, our officials have been 
men notable for their services to 
state and community. 


YOUR OWN ESTATE 


One of our Trust Officers will be glad to 


explain the policies and practices that 


will provide safeguards for your estate 


if you name this Bank as trustee under 


your will. 


NATIONAL STATE BANK 


(Department of Estates & Trusts) 
” 810 BROAD ST., NEWARK 1, N. J. 


Member Federal Deposit Inaurance Corporation 
Charter Member—Newark Clearing House Association 
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Restricted Data and Criminal Prosecution 


A note in a recent issue of the Columbia Law Review highlights | 


a truly difficult legal problem, and illustrates well the difficulties 
which confront a nation dedicated to protecting the principles of 
democratic fair play while engaged in a world-wide ideological 
struggle that threatens the security of all of its citizens. See, Note 
(1947) “Secret Documents in Criminal Prosecutions”, 47 Col. L. 


Rev. 1356. Specifically, under Section 10 of the Atomic Energy Act | 
of 1946 (60 Stat. 766, 42 U.S. C. 
closure of “restricted data” (defined as “all data concerning. . 
atomic weapons, the production . . 
terial” except that data which is declassified by the Atomic Energy | 


A. $1810) the unauthorized dis- 


. or the use of fissionable ma- 


Commission) is made a crime, carrying penalties to the limit of 
death. In the opinion of the Congress such sanction was made 
necessary in the interest of the common defense and security. But 
the defining of a crime is only part of achieving a desired social 
result. If legislative policy is to be effectively applied, subsequent 
prosecution must meet with some measure of success. Thus the 
problem: how to enforce the criminal provisions of the Act by 
traditional procedures without running the risk of compromising 
security (through the necessity of revealing to a court, a jury, the 
defendant, and the public the contents of secret materials and 
disclosing why they are secret)to a degree which may be far more 


serious than that which forms the basis of the complaint. Lawyers | 
will recognize at once that the problem is one to test the ingenuity | 


of the most astute. 


Numerous solutions have been submitted. although none, as 
yet, have emanated from the agency most vitally concerned. The 
proposals have comprehended such procedures as stipulations as 
a condition to access to restricted data, “expert’’ testimony con- 
cerning the import of secret materials & the “unavailability” of 
those materials because of secrecy, special juries, in camera pro- 
ceedings, restrictions on the right of cross-examination, and con- 
clusive presumptions. Some of the present proposals are plainly 
inadequate; others, if accepted, will require constitutional amend- 
ment, since they impair traditional concepts of due process of law. 

This editorial does not attempt a solution. Rather, it suggests 
a framework within which a sound solution may be conceived and, 


recognizing that such a solution cannot be reached in -vacuum, | 


exprésses the hope that the bar may bring to bear on this problem 
its combined knowledge and practical experience. 

First, the importance of protecting state secrets through the 
medium of criminal prosecution must be critically evaluated. It 
may well be that the most exacting problems concern a proper 
understanding with the press and its working. representatives 
(consistent with the principle of free publication), proper relation- 
ships between the government and its contractors, and a sympa- 
thetic approach to the question of a free dissemination of scientific 
ideas. Placed in proper context, the problems of criminal prosecu- 
tion may be considered without hysteria. 

Secondly, and assuming the limited importance of the problem, 
any proposed solution must reconcile the need for successful prose- 
cutions, in order to create and maintain a healthy respect for the 


law. with proper constitutional safeguards for defendants. Here, | 
as elsewhere in our system Of law, 


and maintained. 


a proper balance must be sought 


Thirdly, and assuming the need for a proper balance, any solu- 
tion proposed must recognize that, as a practical matter, all viola- 


tions cannot result in conviction. 


In some cases, the mere fact of | 


prosecution may be compromising. In others, the facts of the in- 
dividual cases may force a decision that the risks of criminal 


proceedings outweigh the desirability of conviction, however much | 


deserved. 


(Continued from page 1) 





the decree to provide for the 
payment of the entire net in- 
come of the trust, pro rated be- 
tween the widow and the other 
beneficiaries.’ 

The testator in In Re Ball’s 
| Will.” directed his executors to 
select and place in trust such 
securities as would “without 
question” yield an income: suf- 
ficient to pay his widow $1,000 
monthly for life, “after defray- 
ing all costs, taxes and expenses 
of this trust of every nature 
| whatsoever.” Subsequently, in 
the same instrument, he em- 
powered the trustees “to pay all 
taxes and leviesand assessments 
which may be validly imposed 
upon or with respect to the Trust 
| Estate, or the income revenues 
|and profits thereon.” The Surro- 
|gate thought that this language 
| was so forceful as to make the 
payment of State and- Federal 
Income taxes mandatory upon 
ithe trustee, “in spite of the ad- 
mitted difficulties.”, and it is 
rather hard to see how he could 
have decided otherwise. The 
|clear and definite directions em- 
ployed in this case and In Re 
Johnson, supra, distinguishes | 





‘|them sharply from the instant | 


case. ¥ 

The exact problem presented | 
in the Kohl case was dealt with | 
| by a Federal Court in Toretta v. 
| Wilmington Trust Co.” Plain- 
| tiff, a resident of Nice, France, 
| was one of the life tenants of 
an inter vivos trust of personalty 
|established by the late Frederick 
iF. Babcock. The original agree- 
|ment was made in 1934, but was 
|subsequently amended, the in- 
|strument in question being the 
1937 revision, which increased 
|/the amount payable annually to 
| the plaintiff to $6,000 and direct- 
ed the trustee to invade corpus | 
where income was _ insufficient 
to meet payments to plaintiff 
|}and two other beneficiaries. Mr. 
|Babcock died in 1937. The pay- 
|ments provided for by his will 
|were clearly “gifts” or “annui- 
|ties” within the rule of the 
|Whitehouse case,” since they 
were annual benefactions pay- 
able at a specific sum whether 
|or not the income from the trust 
was sufficient. Consequently, 
prior to the passage of the 
amendatory act of 1942," the 
beneficiary was not liable for tax 
on the sum -received from the 
trust, and the actual income 
from investments was charged 
to the trustee, no deduction be- 
ing permitted for the amounts 
paid out." : 

The Whitenouse rule gave rise 
to considerable litigation and 
provided an easily accessible 
avenue of evasion. Therefore, in 
1942, the law was changed, the 
|trustee now being permitted a 
deduction for actual distribu- 
'tions,” while the beneficiaries 
are taxed to the extent that the 
|amounts received by them in- 
clude income received by the 
trust.” Payments from corpus 
are not taxed.” 

Mile. Toretta, as a result of 


There is no easy answer to the problem. Any acceptable answer | his important change in tax 
must be ingenuous. But here, the solution must come principally | legislation, was forced to pay 
from an interested bar. The problem cannot be studied apart from | the Federal Income Tax on $6,000 | 


trial techniques and the rules of evidence. Ingenuity must be | 


informed and experienced. 





Triple Pay for Macy Workers Who Crossed 


Picket Line 


New York (ACCN) —A 2-to-1 
decision by the New York state 
labor relations board ordered R. 
H. Macy & Co. not to carry out 
its promise to give triple pay to 
employees who stayed at work in 
the face of picket lines estab- 
lished by striking drivers in July, 
1946. 

Signed by Keith Lorenz and 
Meyer Goldberg, the decision 
held that the department store 
had “interfered with, restrained 
and coerced” its employees in 
exercising rights guaranteed to 


Ruled Out 


them under the state Labor Re- 
lations act by its plan for extra 
payments to those who crossed 
the picket lines. 

A strong dissent was filed by 
Rev. William J. Kelley, chairman 


of the board, who accused his| . 


colleagues of laying down a doc- 
trine that fostered outlaw 


strikes and encouraged breach| ‘ 


of contract. He voted to sustain 


the earlier recommendation of a/|. 14 


board trial examiner that the 
complaint against Macy’s be dis- 
missed. 


per annum for the years 1942 to 
1945 inclusive, and in the present 
| suit she sought to recover from | 
|the Trustee the amounts paid. 


said Judge Rodney, was “whether 
the settlor of this trust has used 
apt and appropriate language to 
indicate an intention to author- 
ize the trustee to pay the income 
tax assessed on the annual pay- 
ment as well as the payment it- 


9. In_ Re Pflomm, 241 N. 
BE. 534 (Ce. of App. N. Y. 

24 N. ¥. S. (2d) 432 (Surr. Ct., 1940) 
- 71 F. Supp. 281 (D. C., Del. 1947). 
2. Burnet v. Whitehouse, 283 U. S. 148, 
5. C 374, 75 Ed. 916. (1931). 
3. Supra, ne 
14. 49 Stat. 


Y. 513, 150 
1925). 


tte 4. 

1706, 26 U.S.C.A. Sec. 162 
Pardee, 290 U.S. 
Ed. 365 (1933). 
Sec. 162 (d). 


Helveny v. 365, 
211. 78 L. 

5. 26 U.S.C.A. 
29. 162-2. 
1.8.C.A. 


LO. oH. 


Reg. Sec. 


° 





2 (b). 
1948 Fed. Tax. Serv. 


The sole question in the case, | 


54 | 


Income Tax on Testamentary Annuities 


self.” The language in the trust 
agreement which seemed to lend 
weight to plaintiff’s argument 
was a direction to the trustee, 
“Commencing with and after the 
death of the Donor... after the 
payment of all charges includ- 
ing taxes levied or finally assess- 
ed, attorneys fees, Trustees fees, 
or charges of the Adviser to the 
Trustee”, to pay the stipulated 
amounts to the plaintiff and the 
other beneficiaries. In the view 
of the Court, however, the direc- 
tions given were not sufficient 
to demonstrate, on the part of 
the testator, the intention as- 
cribed to him by the plaintiff. 
“No language of the trust 
agreement ... is even fairly 
susceptible to the thought that 
the donor had in mind 
any future change in the tax 
law or intended to make the 
beneficiaries exempt from any 
tax which future legislation 
might assess against the bene- 
ficiaries. No presumption of 
existing law, of and by itself, 
extends to an intention to fore- 
cast the trend of future legis- 
lation and to provide for the 
course such legislation might 
take some years in the future. 





To have such effect the lang- | 


uage of the instrument must 

be reasonably clear and spec- 

inc,” 

The life tenants in the Kohl 
case entered the lists with a sub- 
stantial advantage in the form 
of a previous decision by the 
same Court, 


of taxing annuities.” The Vice- 
Chancellor, in the earlier case, 
was Satisfied that the payments 
called for by the will were in- 
tended to be fixed and absolute, 


and therefore were payable from | 


corpus when income was insuf- 
ficient. The theme of testator’s 
intent was constantly reiterated, 
and the result was a strong hold- 
ing requiring the payment of 
the designated sums “free and 
clear.” In light of the then ex- 
isting state of the law, it was 
not necessary for the court to 
decide whether any additional 
sum on account of taxes should 
be paid to the beneficiaries. The 
1942 amendment made the ques- 
tion highly relevent, and gave 
rise to the instant case. 

The opinion of the Court in 
this second opinion was com- 
pletely consistent with its earlier 
pronouncements.” The change 
in the income tax law, said the 
Court, cannot act to defeat the 
rights of beneficiaries, although 
it may require a change in the 
method by which the purpose of 
the testator is to be carried out. 
As in the prior case, the ratio 
decendendi was the dominant 
intent of the testator. Reliance 
was placed on the wording of 


Paragraph eleventh C-8 of the} 
will, but, as set out in the first | 
this instruction re- | 


Kohl case, 
lates only to the disposal of sur- 
plus income by the executors.” 
Although the earlier decree is 
quoted at length, no further ref- 


/erence is made to specific lang- 


uage of the will. By way of dicta, 
the Court indicates that its de- 
cision would have been the same 
in the prior case, had the pay- 


;ments there been income rather 
|than an annuity. 
It is submitted that only by, 


requiring clear and specific di- 
rections in the trust instrument 


before ordering the payment of! 
personal income taxes from the | 


trust can an equitable result be 
|reached. Any other construction 


|must inevitably do violence to} 


the concept of testator’s intent, 


|if not to the actual intent itself. | 


| To say that a trust is established 


18. Supra, note 11, at page 285 

19. 131 N. J. Eq. 23, 24 A. 
(Ch. 1942). 

20. While a consistency between the two 
cases may be desirable, it is not require? 
by any known doctrine. When the rice- 
Chancellor refers, at page 301, ta 
of the case’*, he undoubtedly has in mind 
something other than the rule of judgments 





by that name. See note, (1929), 42 
I . 938. ss 
21. See Supra, note 19, at page 236. 


> 


rendered prior to} 
|the 1942 change in the method | 


for the purpose of making cer-| 


“(24) 809 | 


“The law | 


arv. | 





"Voice of the B: 


COMMENT AND CRITICjs 
INVITED 





As delegate from Essex Co, 
I would be glad to receive 
any member of the bar sug 
tions on matters that might 
perly be presented at the: 
ing. 

The midyear meeting wil] 
particularly with the fo lo 

Aeronautical Law 

Public Relations 

Jurisprudence and Law Re 

Legal Aspects of Naticna) 

curity 

Low-cost Legal Service 

Municipal Law 

Real Property 

Criminal Law 

Legal Education 

Legal Aid Work 

Patent, trade mark and 

right Law. 
| Very truly yours, 
| John H. Yauch, Jr, 
|tain fixed payments rezar 
lof the course of future even 








|to impute to the settlor an :z 
| gation of almost divine pr 
;}ence and authority. An inten 
| to provide for the impact of 
| tain types of taxes does not 
essarily imply an intent to; 
|vide for all tax eventuali 
| Furthermore, it may be assu 
jthat any settlor proposin: 
make personal income 
payable from the trust will 
some thought to the fact 
|the amount of taxes paid 4 
|third party is treated by 
| Commissioner as additional 
|come to the individual prim: 
|liable.~ Since this so called 
on a tax’ can be avoided, in 
| present state of the law, by} 
mitting the trustee to pay 
additional amount from co 
ithe artful settlor will pr 
directions to make such } 
ments at the discretion of 
trustee. Of course, the s¢ 
may meet the problem by] 
|mitting a discretionary pay 
of the entire annuity from 
pus. This provision is incor 
ated in many recent ins 
ments. 

An additional problen 
computation of the amour 
tax to be paid by the trust 1 
the beneficiary has other 
come. In the Ball case,” the 
York Surrogate’s Court ord 
the trustee to compute the 
to be paid by him as though 
annual income value of the 
beneficiary’s interest in the 
was the only income receive 
her. This has the adva 
simplifying the _ problem, 
seems to provide a pro er 
swer, but it is hardly ccnsi 
with the intent previoisly 
cribed to the testator 
fixed amount be paid 
“free of all taxes”. 

The instant case, wi 
limits indicated above, i 
strong one for imputin 
tention that income 
borne by the trust. The 
invade corpus is clearly imp 
and the fact that it had al? 
been necessary to do so ob? 
the possibility of a “tax ° 
| tax.” The nature of the co 
gent remaindermen, the 
;or’s great attachment 
family, and his manifest ¢ 
mination that his widow 
/continue to live in the style 
enjoyed during his lifetime. 
Persuasive indications tha 
testator himself would hav 
proved completely of the 
sion. There can be no doubt 
the equities support Vice-C 
cellor Egan’s conclusions. 
'the reasons indicated 2 
however, it is suggested th 
the more usual case an 
spelling out of testator’s » 
should be required before @ 
jing the payment of person# 
come taxes by a trust. 

22. 481 C. 


51.699. 
" 3. Supra, 
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all this time? 

this time, the contract 
yntinue in force while at- 
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Thirty years of experience in ALL TRENTON SERVICES 
including: : 
ipreme and U.S. District Court judgment searching. 
‘orporate Status, including Chancery Receiverships. 
hancery and United States District Court Abstracts 


4 Branford Place 


succeeded 


oyer for this, 


rottey 
ac 


or the notice has expired, 
collective bargaining has 
in settling the 
what happens? 
n it is legal for the un- 
strike and for the em- 
to lock out the workers. 
ntly, strikers who are re- 
by strike-breakers will 


their rights to reinstate- 


under this law. This ap- 
nly where the strikes 
precipitated by economic 
and not by unfair prac- 


of the employer. 


‘ about a contract which 
gned before the Taft- 
Bill and expires after 
22? 
same notices are 
is set out above. 


re- 


will happen if workers 
vefore the expiration of 
iting period? 

will lose their status as 
es, under the Act. This 
that the employer does 
ive to rehire them, and 
ives, it may be without 
.cecrued seniority, i.e., as 
ployees. 
what if the employer 


it his workers before the 
period is up? What 


ty does he face? 
ch a lock-out would be 


a 
al- 
not 


to bargain, and 
the new law does 

new penalty on the 
he can be 
to pay back wages, under 


rovisions which have been 


over into the new law 


the Wagner Act. 


the unfair labor prac- 
the Wagner Act still 
n under the _ Labor- 
ment Relations Act of 
of them are. But the 
law specifically permits 
rs to make any state- 
about unions, if they 


urely expressions of opin- 


if they are not coer- 


The old N.L.R.B. has been 


this way for some time 


y, but now it is a matter 


The law also makes it 
ir labor practice for an 
* to sign a closed shop 
nt with a union. 


will the NLRB. 
handling complaints 
labor practices? 

much like the N.LR. 


ZO 
of 


sed to do under the Wag- 


except for several im- 
changes. 


¢ are these changes? 
of all, no unfair labor 
charge will be consid- 


The Taft-Hartley Biil 


ered if the offense complained 
of is more than six months 
old. And secondly, whereas the 
old NLRB. conducted its 
hearings along rules of evi- 
dence which it had evolved for 
itself, the NLRB. is now re- 
quired “in so far as practica- 
ble” to follow the rules of evi- 
dence prevailing in the US. 
District Courts. There is no 
telling how far present prac- 
tices will be changed until the 
N.L.R.B. and the courts give 
meaning to the phrase “so far 
as practicable’, but it is ap- 
parent that evidence will have 


to be a bit more precise than}! 


in the past. 


Q. How about judging the evi- 
dence brought out at the hear- 
ings? Are there any changes 
in NLRB. procedure where 
that is concerned? 

A. Yes. The Board is now in- 
structed to base its findings on 
“the preponderence of evi- 
er than merely “some evi- 
dence’, as under the Wagner 
Act, the findings are conclus- 
ive. This means that the Cir- 
cuit Court will have greater 
power on appeals from the 
Board to make its own deci- 
sions on questions of fact and 
the Board’s decisions will be 
less final and more susceptible 
to reversal by the courts. 


Q. Will back pay be awarded 
where a_ discriminatory dis- 
charge took place? 

A. Yes. But the award might 
be levied against a union if 
the union was responsible for 
the discharge. No back pay 


will be awarded to any worker ' 


suspended or discharged for 
cause. The Board is forbidden 
to infer that when an active 
union man is caught violating 
company rules and is discharg- 
ed, it is really a case of dis- 
crimination. There is no doubt, 
however, thaat when a _ sus- 
pension or a dismissal occurs 
for an offense that is not us- 
ually punished so severely, it 
can be proved that it really 
was discrimination. 


Q. How will 
cure final 
decisions? 
A. Through the courts, much 
as under the Wagner Act, ex- 
cept that the Board will have 
to prove to a court that there 
is “substantial” evidence to 
sustain its conclusions. The 
Wagner Act said that “the 
findings of the Board as to the 
facts, if supported by evidence, 
shall be conclusive.” The lang- 
uage of the present law is in- 
tended to tighten up the N.LR. 
B.’s rules of evidence, along 
the lines which courts have 
been ruling in many cases. 


the N.LRB. 
enforcement of 


se- 
its 


Q. What can the Board do to 
get compliance before all in- 
vestigations have been com- 
pleted? 

A. After 
complaint 


the Board issues a 
charging that any 
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by an attorney, hereinafter call- 
;ed “ the reference attorney,” un- 
der the general supervision of a 
special committee of the bar as- 
sociation, hereinafter called “the 
| committee.’ The prospective 
clients shall be interviewed in 
the first instance by the refer- 
ence attorney in an office of the 
bar association and shall then 
be referred to members of the 


bar who agree to participate in| 
hereinafter called | 


the service, 
“members of the panel.” 

3. The Reference Attorney. 

The successful operation of 
the service requires that it be 
under the direction of an exper- 
ienced attorney, 
appointed by the chancellor of 


the bar association. He should | 


be qualified to size up quickly 
the legal problem, if any, which 
is presented by each prospective 
client, and to dispose of any case 


which does not warrant referral | 


for further advice. 

4. The Committee. 

The committee 
rules governing referrals as 
hereinafter stated, and _ shall 
generally supervise the opera- 
tion of the service. It shall di- 
rect the organization of the 
panel and shall accept no at- 
torney as a member thereof un- 
less he has filed an applica- 
tion in writing on a form to be 
promulgated by the committee 
and has been interviewed as to 
his qualifications by at least one 
member of the committee. 

5. The Panel. 

A. All members in good stand- 
ing of the Philadelphia bar may 
qualify for membership in the 
panel irrespective of whether 
they are members of the bar as- 
defence’, and upon appeal to the 
Circuit Court, if the Board’s 
findings of fact are supported 
by “substantial evidence” rath- 
sociation. As a condition to being 
accepted by the committee, each 


shall make 





person, either an employer or 
a union representative, is en- 
gaging in an unfair labor 
practice, it can petition any 


district court in which the un- 
fair labor practice is beng com- 


mitted, or in which the per- 
son committing it lives or 
works, for a temporary in- 
junction. Such an injunction 
would order a halt to the 
strike, and violators could be 
arrested for contempt of court. 
Q. How will unions be certi- 
fied as agents for collective 
bargaining? 

A. First the N.L.R.B. will decide 
on an “appropiate unit” for 
collective bargaining. The unit 
might be the entire company 
personnel, one craft, one plant, 
or any subdivision the Board 
thinks necessary. In making 
this decision, the Board will 
poll professional workers and 
members of the crafts separ- 
ately, and will not permit 
them to be included in any 


general unit, unless a majority 
of the particular profession or 


craft vote for such inclusion. 
To be included in a general 
unit, it would apparently be 


necessary to win a majority of 
the craft, not merely a major- 
ity of those voting. 


|Q. Who else might be excluded | 


from a bargaining unit? 
A. Plant guards and _ security 
personnel would be _ excluded. 


|In fact, no union of production | 
|workers will be certified at all| 


as representative of the pro-| 
duction workers if it or its 
parent organization admits 
guards to membership. 





(To be continued) 
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| 
Deportation, Immigration and 
Naturalization Matters 


MILTON S. KRAMER 


New Jersey Attorney 
-1060 Broad St., Newark, N. J. 











who shall be} 


Philadelphia Lawyers’ Reference Plan 


{prospective member shall agree 
|in writing: 

| (@~Bhat he will grant a half- 
j/hour consultation to all clients 
|who are referred to him by the 
| service, for a fee of five dollars 
| ($5.); 3 


Smith Named General 
Counsel of Pru 


| Appointment of Sylvester C. 
| Smith, Jr., General Solicitor of 
| The Prudential Insurance Co. of 

America since 1945, as General 
| Counsel in charge of the Law 
| Department was announced 


| (b) That any charge for fur-|>Y Carrol M. Shanks, Presi- 
‘ther service will be limited to| dent of the Company. He suc- 


_an amount agreed upon by the | 
|client.and in keeping with the | 


| Spirit of the reference service; 


(c) That any dispute which | 
|may arise in connection with | 
|the amount of his fee may be | 
| arbitrated by the Standing Com- 
|mittee of the Bar Association | 
| whose decision in the matter will 
be accepted by the attorney as 
controlling and final; 


(d) That within 10 days of | 
the termination of his services | 
in each referred case he will re- | 
port briefly to the reference at- 
torney on the closing of the case | 
and the fee, if any, paid by the | 
client. 


B. In submitting his applica- 
tion for membership on the 
panel, counsel may list, if he 
chooses to do so, those branches 
of legal work in which he con- 
siders himself most expert, and 
may also designate any type of 
work which he does not care to 
undertake. 


The committee, in making up 
the panel, shall indicate by ap- 
propriate letters or symbols 
after the name of each member, 
the specialties thus adopted or 


| ceeds the late Donald Cruse who 


died January 18, 1948. 


Mr. Smith is widely known in 
| legal circles, having participated 
actively for many years in the 
affairs of the New Jersey State 
Bar Association and the Amer- 
ican Bar Association. He is past 


| president of the State group, 


and is Chairman of its Com- 
mittee on Administrative Law. 
Mr. Smith is a member of the 
House of Delegates of the Amer- 
ican Bar Association. 


Before joining The Prudential 
in 1938 as Associate General 
Solicitor, Mr. Smith had served 


| for 17 years as Prosecutor of the 
|Pleas of Warren County, 
‘had engaged in extensive legal 


and 


practice throughout the State. 


Succeeding Mr. Smith as Gen- 
eral Solicitor will be Eugene J. 
Conroy, Associate General 
Counsel, Mr. Shanks announced. 
Mr. Conroy joined The Pruden- 
tial’s Law Department in 1936 
as Assistant Solicitor, became 
General Attorney in 1945 and 
Associate General Counsel in 
1946. Previous to his Prudential 
career, Mr. Conroy had been in 
the New York law firm of Cad- 





rejected by him. 

Assignment of cases or clients 
shall be, wherever possible, in 
alphabetical rotation among the 
members of the panel. Such 
method of assignment shall be 
departed from only where the 
matter indicates the necessity 
of consulting a specialist, and 
the next name in order on the 


walader, Wickersham and Taft. 
the bar association. The financ- 
ing may be largely taken care 
of by (1) requiring a registra- 





tion fee of $1 to be paid by every 
prospective client before any 
interview with the reference at- 
torney, and (2) by a registration 





panel is not that of such a spec- 
ialist. In such case the next 
specialist in order shall be as- 
signed the case, unless circum- | 
Stances are so extraordinary sil 
to require special assignment. | 

Not more than three lawyers 
from a firm (including associ- | 
ates) shall register as members | 
of the panel. 

C. The committee may remove | 


an attorney from the panel for | 
any reason which may seem to} 


a majority of the members of | 
the committee to be sufficient 
cause therefor. 

6. Publicity. 

The success of the service will 
depend upon the securing of 
widespread publicity, and the 
advertising of a legal reference 
plan is permissible under ruling 
no. 227 of the Committee of Pro- | 
fessional Ethics and Grievances | 
of the American Bar Association. | 
The committee shall supervise | 
the publicizing of the service 
and shall at all times conform 
to the code of ethics of the 
American Bar Association. 

7. Financing. 

The expense of putting the| 
plan into operation and of main- 
taining it during its formative 
period must be underwritten by 
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IN CHANCERY OF NEW JERSEY 
v 
On Bill &ce. 
NOTICE OF SALE 


Between ALFRED GRUENDEL, Complainant | 


ILSE 
virtue 

dated 

I shall 


GRUENDEL, Defendant. 

of an Order of the Court of 
January 20, 1948, to me 
expose for sale at public 


and 
By 

Chancery 

directed, 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


vendue to the highest bidded on Wednesday, | 


3rd, 1948, at 2 P.M., 
County Court House, 
the following: 

FIRST TRACT 
that certain tract or parcel of land 
and premises situated in the Borough of 
Roseland, in the County of Essex and State 
of New Jersey: 

BEGINNING 
side of Eagle 


at room 
Newark, 


303, 
New 


March 
Pssex 
Jersey, 


All 


point in the northerly 
Avenue, distant easterly 


at a 
Rock 


} in 


| the 


| utes of New 


one hundred and seventy-three fect and sixty- | 


one hundredths of a foot from the intersec- 
tion of the said Senenenty line of Eagle Rock 
Avenue with the easterly line of Fernwood 
Avenue, thence (1) 
degrees, twenty-four minutes, east, 
said side of Eagle Rock Avenue, forty-three 
feet and tweuty-six one-hundredths of a 
foot; thence (2) north, thirty degrees, west 
one hundred and twenty-five feet; 
south, eighty-two degrees, 
utes, west, forty-three feet and twenty-six 
one hundredths of a foot: thence (4) south, 
thirty degrees, east, One 
five feet to the point and 
NING. 3eing known 
No. 9 and No. 10 in Block A of Map entitled 
“Map of Roseland Villa, Roseland, New 
Jersey, which map has been filed in the 
Register’s Office of Essex County on 
3rd, 1924 as Map No. 811: being also known 
and designated as -4 
Roseland, New 
SECOND TRACT 

that certain tract or parcel of 
and premises, situated in the Borough of 
Roseland, in the County of Essex and State 
of New Jersey. 

As shown and designated on 
filed in the office of the Register of Deeds for 
Essex County, New Jersey, on June 3rd, 1924, 

% 811, entitled, ‘‘Map of Roseland 
toseland, New Jersey, as lots No. 39 
and No. 40, Block “‘A'’; 
21.63 feet wide by 129.78 feet 
Westview Avenue, Roseland, New 
immediately in the rear of the first 
Conditions of sale will be made known 
the time and place of sale 
MILTON M. UNGER 
Special Master In Chancery 
of New Jersey 
11 Comme erce St. 
ewark 2, New Jersey 
JAC RESON. Solicitor 


12, 19, 26. 


All 


deep on 
Jersey, 

tract. 
at 


R 


GEORGE 
L.J.—Feb 


$27.30 





STATE OF NEW JPRSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATPH OF DISSOLUTION 

all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution | 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office, that 

COMMERCE SERVICE AGENCY 


running north eighty-two | 
along | 


thence (3) ! 
twenty-four min- | 


hundred and twenty- | 
place of BEGIN- | 
and designated as Lots | 


June | 


280 Eagle Rock Avenue, | 


land | 


a certain map | 


| holders, 


being two lots each | 


| in 


| of New Jers 


| Certify 
| the 


a corporation of this State, whose principal | 


office. is 
in the 
State of 
the agent 
upon whom 
complie od with 


situated 
City 
New 


at No. 24 Commerce 
Newark, County of Essex 
(Emanuel Kohn being 
therein and in charge thereof, 
process may be served), has 

the requirements of Titie 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes pe 
New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 
State of the State of New Jersey, 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Ninth day of February, 1948 file in my 
office ai duly executed and = attested con- 
sent in writing to the dissolution of said 
corporation executed by 
thereof, which said 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
hereto set my hand and af- 
my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Ninth day of February, A, D 
One theusanud nine hundred 
forty-eight 
LLOYD B. MARSH, 
Secretary or State. 

19, 2 


St., 
of 
Jersey 


of | 


have 
fixed 


Feb. 12, 





(Chancery A-262) 
SHDPRIFF’S SALE-—-In Chancery of New 
Jersey setween Ward Baum and Shirley 
M. Ehrenkranz ainants, and Richard 
Puryear, als defendants Fi fa., \ for 


com 


mises 
writ of 
expose 


the alsvove stated 
direcced, I shall 
Vendue, at the 
Newark on Tuesday, 
of March, next, at two o'clock 
the following tract or parcel 
and premises hereinafter particularly 
scribed, situate, lying and being in 
City of Newark, Essex County, New 
seginning on the northerly side 
van Ave ue f a point therein 
twenty-seve feet easterly from the 
side of Se abury Street; thence 
northerly at right angles to Delavan 
one hundred feet: thence running 
parallel with Delavan Avenue’ tw 
feet: thence southerly parallel 
course one hundred feet to the 
side of Delavan Avenue, 
along the same twenty-eight feet to the 
eginning. 
known and designated 
Newark, New Jersey 
approximate amount of. 
satisfied by said sale is the sum of 
rhousand One Hundred and Fifty-four 
Dollars and Eighty-four ($6,154.84), 
together with costs this sale. 
Newark, New Jersey. January 26, 
JOSEPH A. RONNET Sheriff. 
Gi'bert Ehrenkranz, Solicitor 
LJ Feb. 5, 12, 19, 


of 
to me 
public 
the 
E. 


Dela 
distant 


of 


running 


place 


49 Dela 


as 


“the 


of 


1948 


$15.96 





1948 


de 


of GEORGE H. 
County of Essex, 
application of the 

d, 


February 5, 
ESTATE OF PIETRO MIRABELLA, 
ceased 
Prorsnuant 
BECKER, 
this day made, the 
undersigned, Executor of said decease 
notice hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit te the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the 
within six montis 

will be = forever 

recovering the same ag ain is st the subscriber. 
MARCO MIRABELLA 

M. ZOPPI. Proctor 

ilding, 790 Broad St. 

N. J 

12, 4, 


order 
the 


to the 
Surrogate of 


is 


they 
or 


- this date, or 
rom prosecuting 


ANTHONY 
Kinney Bu 
Newark 2, 


L.J.—Feb. 19, 26, Mar. 4, 11. 





WALTHER 


SETTLEMENT 
given 


ESTATE OF E. DiRCKS, de- 
ceased. 
NOTICE OF 
Notice is hereby 
of the subscriber 
and Testament of WALTER E. DIRCKS, 
deceased, will be andited and stated by the 
Surrogate and reported for settlement to the 
Orphans’ Court of the County of Essex on 
Tuesday. the 30th day of March 
Dated: February 4, 1948. 
GLADYS FRANCES DIRCKS 
FUGENP F. HOFFMANN, Proctor 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2. N. 3: 
L.J.—Feb. 12, 


next. 


19, 28, 4, 24. 


Mar. 


Court | 


easterly | 


said northe rly | 


and thence westerly | 
under 


decree | 


| 
lB 
| 
| 
| 


Do Hereby | 


all the stockholders | 
consent and the record | 


1 L.J.-- 
and | 


| ESTATE OF 


$12.80 | 


- | BECKER, 
| this 
; undersigned, 


Jar 
| ESTATE OF ANDREW ZIUGZI 


| undersigned, 
| notice 


| : N E. 
estate of said deceased, | oie 


ESTATE 
| BECKER, 


that the accounts | 
xecutrix of the last Will | 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CPRTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record, of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office, 

MARIA DD, PETARDI, 

a corporation of this State whose — 
office is situated at No. 205 Mt. Vernon Av 

the Orange County of Esse “x, 
State Jersey (Emil Petardi being 
therein and in charge thereof 
process may be served), has 
the requirements Title 

General, of Revised Stat- 
Jersey, preliminary to the issu- 
ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Here- 
by Certify that the said corporation did, an 
the Tenth day of February, 1948 
in my office a duly executed and atte sted 
consent in writing to the dissolution of 
said corporation, executed by all the stock 
holders thereof, which said consent and 
the record of the proceedings aforesaid are 
now on file in my said office as provided 
by law. 

IN 
have 
fixed 
this 
One 
forty-e 
LLOY D 
Secretary 
Feb. 19, 26, 


agent 
upon whom 
complied with 
14, Corporations, 


¢ 
of 


TESTIMONY WHEREOE I 
hereto set my hand and af 
my official seal, at Trenton, 
Tenth day of ebruary, A. D 
ee nine hundred ind 
it 

M. MARSH, 

of State. 

Mur. 4 





NEW JERSEY 

OF STATH 
DISSOLUTION 
come, 


STATE OF 
DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 
To all to whom these presents may 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 
duly authenticated 
for the voluntary 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
record of the proceed 
dissolution thereof, 
the unanimous consent of all the stock 
deposited in my office, that 
COLLATERAL LOAN SERVICE, INC 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office ix situated at No, 24 Commer« St 
the “ity of Newark, County 
State of New Jersey (Syduey 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upen whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
y, preliminary to the of 
Certificate of Dissolution. 
THEREFORD, I, the 
State of New Jersey, 
that the said corporation 
Ninth day of February, 19 
in my office a duly executed and cahaaah 
consent in writing to the dissolution of said 
corporation, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
hereto set my hand and af 
my official seal, at Trenton, 
Ninth day of ebruary 
one thousand nine hundred 

and forty-eight 

LLOYD B. MARSH, 

Secretary of State. 
Feb. 19, 26, Mar 4 


by 
ings 
by 


issuing 
this 

NOW 
State of tne 


Secretary of 
Do Hereby 
on 

file 


have 
fixed 
this 
A.D.. 


(Seal) 





nuary 22, 1948 


ESTATE CHARLES K "E THERINGTON, 
decease 
Pursuant 


BECKER, 


OF 
di. 

order of GPORGE H 
Surrogate of the County of Essex 
this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
notice is bereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the sulsscribers 

3 v" TRUS 


to the 


COMPANY 
ENNETT ETHERINGTON 

TAMS & HORNE R, Proctors 

Street 

N. J. 


29, Feb. 5, 


STRYKER, 
744 Broad 
Newark 2, 
-Jan 





anuary 14, 1948 
CHARLES sc ‘HROT, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of GEORGE H. 
BECKER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of | 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands azainst the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever varred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. | 
HEN SRIETTA SCHROT 
JOSEPH PFISTDPR 
WILLIAM H. PARRY, Proctor 
9 Clinton Street 
Newark 2, 
L.J.—Jan, 


22, 29, Feb. 12, 19. 


5, 





1948 


de 


of GEORGE H. 
County of Essex, 
applic ation the 
said deceased, 
the creditors of 
to the subscriber 
affirmation, their claims and 
against the estate of said deceased, 
months from this date, or they 
barred from prosecuting or 
same against the subscriber. 
.BON SCHLESINGER 
BILDER, BILDER & KAUFMAN, Proctors 
60 Park Place 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Jan, 22, 29, 


> 


January 15, 
st iI. E SINGER, 


ESTATE OF GUS 5S. 
ceased. 

Pursuant to the 
Surrogate of the 
made, on the 
Executor of 
hereby given to 
to exhibit 


order 


of 


day 
notice is 
said deceased, 
oath or 
demands 
within six 
will be forever 
recovering the 


12, 19. 


Feb. 5, 





13, 1948 
A, deceased 
to the order of GEORGE H. 
Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
made, on the application of the 
Executor of said deceased, 
is hereby given to the creditors of 
deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
or affirmation, their claims and 


Pursuant 
BECKRR, 
this day 


said 
under oath 


| demands against the estate of said deceased, 


within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
DANSKER 

207 Market Street 

Newark 2, 
L.J.—Jan. 


N 
22, 


ne 
29, Feb. 





January 13, 1948 
NATHAN R. TUBLITZ, 
ceased 


Pursuant to the order of GEORGE d./| 
Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers | 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and | 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they | 
will be forever barred from prosecuting er | 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
HERMAN TUBLITZ 
S. ARTHUR STDPRN 
S. ARTHUR STERN, Proctor 
17 Academy ~~ 


Newark 2, } 
L.J.—Jan. 22, 29, Feb. 5, 12, 


OF 


19. 


| office 


| JOHN V 


Elizabeth, 
de- | L 


STATE OF NEW JDPRSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

YHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 

authenticated record of the proceed- 

the voluntary dissolution thereof, 

unanimous consent of all 
holders. deposited in my office, that 

MERCHANTS EXPRESS SERVICE, INC. 

a corporation of this State. whose principal 

situated at No. 66 Central Ave., 

City of East Orange, County of Essex, 

of New Jersey (Harry Jacobson, being 

agent therein and hay charge nNesior g 

upon whom process ma be served), has 

complied with the i — nts of Title 14, 

Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 

of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing of 

of Dissolution. 

FORE, I, the 

State » State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 

Certif y that the said corporation did, on 

Sixth day of February, 1948, file 

office a duly executed and attested 

in writing to the dissolution of said 

corporation. executed by all the stockholders 

thereof, which said consent and the record 

of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 

this Sixth day of February, A.D., 

one thousand nine hundred = and 

forty-eight 

LLOYD B. 

See retary 


12 


ls 
in the 
State 
the 


Secretary of 


MARSH, 
of State. 
ely 19, 26 $12.80 





Js 15, 1948 
DONLON, deceased. 

Pursuant to the order f GEORGE H. 
BECKER. Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made. the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said- deceased, 
notice hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate 
within six months from this date, 
will be forever barred from prosecuting 
recoverir the same against the 

THE HOW ARD 
DAVID S. BINGHAM, 


January 


ESTATE OF FRANK J. 


7) 
on 


is 


or they 


Proctor 





January 15, 1948 


the stock- | 


Rent Control Changes 


| Washington, D. C. (ACCN) — 
Regardless of the direction of 
recommendations of the senate 
! subcommittee on rent control ex- 
tension, its recent hearings have 
already resulted in three major 
developments in the administra- 
tion of the Housing and Rent act, 
| the National Assn. of Real Estate 
|Boards points out. 

The administrative policy of 
the housing expediter was dis- 
sected thoroughly during the 
three lengthy sessions at which 
Tighe E. Woods, the expediter, 
was questioned closely by the 
subcommittee of the senate 
banking and currency committee, 
of which Sen. Harry P. Cain (R. 
| Wash.) is chairman. 














| 
| LEGAL NOTICE 


RETIREMENT 


CERTIFICATE 
RRED “STOK kK 


d OF 
OF REDERMABLE PREFE 


a) 
FORD, BACON & DAVIS, INCORPORATED 
. FORT. B 
{; ED. a corps 


t sey 


he 


ACON & DAVIS Pp deci 
= n of the Bt of wo Jet 
esident s does 


"FIRST om 


of said deceased, ' 


or | 
subscriber. | \ 
SAVINGS INSTITUTION | 


THOMAS CROSSAN, deceased. | ¢,, 


of GEORGD H. 
t, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 

this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of said 
deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber under 
oath or affirmation, their claims and demands 
azainst the estate of said deceased. 
six months from this date, or they will 
— bagi ad from prosecuting or rec overing 
the rainst the subscriber. 

THE. ‘TOW ARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Proctor 
11 Commerce Street 
Newark Se 
L.J.—Jan. 


to the order 


sa 


29, Feb 


) 





13, 1948, 
deceased. 
GE ORGE Ff 


—— 
OF FRED. 
to 


Su 


GEORGE 
the order of 
zate of the County 
this day made, on the application of the 
indersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit te the subscriber 
under oath affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber 
GIUSBPPE FREDA 
Proctor 


ESTATE 
Pursuant 
BECKER 


is 


Ww ILLIAM FOGEL, 


52, 29, Feb. 5, 12, 19. 





9 


1948 


H. 


February 
FOY, 
order of 
BECKER, Surrogate of the County 
this day bei on the application of the 
undersigned Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the 
under oath affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or 
will be forever barred from prosecuting 
recovering same a the sulsscriber 
IREN T. WOOD 

Proctor 


ESTATE ¢ 
Pursuant 


deceased 


GPORGE 


JOEI 
red ke 


H. 


TRUMAN H IRMAN. 


26, Mar. 4 





February 
M. CORDASCO, 
order of 
urrogate of the County of Essex, 
he on the application of the 
Administrator of said deceased, 
reby given to the creditors of 
to “exhibit ~ to the subscriber 
affirmation, their claims and 
against the estate of said deceased, 
six months from this date, or they 
forever barred from peat oe or 
subscriber. 
MOSTE oL LO 


OF ROSE 

is Bt to the 

BEt KE R, 
day 


or 


ng same against 
ANTHONY J 
LADDEY, Proctor 





February 
SMITH. de« 
order of G 
f the County of Essex, 
application of the 

said deceased, 
the creditors of 
to the subscriber 
their claims and 
said deceased, 
date, or 
prosecuting 
the subscriber 


ased 


EST. ATE 
1 ORGE 


OF ANNIE 


or affirmation, 
against the estate of 
six months from this 
barred _from 

the same 4 
HOW ARD SA 

CONNOLLY, 


demands 
withir 
or 


rever 
IN 

en tor 
26, 


Mar. 4 





January 21, 
EDWARD SIEGEL, deceased. 
to the order of GEORGE H. 
RECKER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
MAGDALENA SIEGEL JPP 
MILTON A. EPSTEIN, Prector 
1139 B eEreey Street 
N. 
29, Ted. 


ESTATD OF 
Pursuant 


—Jan. 5. 12, 19, 26. 





EST aie (ISIDOR) MAR- 


GUI 


0k ISADORE 
SETTLEMENT 

given that the accounts 
Surviving Executor of 
Testament of ISADORE 
> deceased, will be 
stated by the Surrogate and 
settlement to the Orphans’ 
Court of the County of Essex on Tuesday, 
| the 16th day of March next. 

Dated: February 3, 1948. 

MORTIMER KATZ 

MORTIMER KATZ, Proctor 

20 Clinton Street 


Newark 2, N. J 
..J.—Fels. 12, 19, 26, Mar. 


Notice. 
of the 
the last 
(ISIDOR) 
| andited and 
reported for 


is cone 
subscriber, 
Will and 

MARGULI 


4, 11. 


COUNTY 
Mie 


2, 1948 


H. | 


within | 


WITNESS “WHEREOE 
& DAVIS INCORPORATED 
t to shed 


be 


CORD 
las 
t 


1. | 
of Essex, | 


| TOWERS 
| “i 


STORCH 


ATI 
; HENRY STORUK 
| (SEAL) 
STATI YORK 


Or NEW 


COUNTY Of NEW YORK 
RE MEMS ERED 
ry. AD. 1948 


-bru 


of Essex, | 


subscriber | 


they | ,, 
or | 


id cori 
who ther 
itness 


y 
STOR Kk 


YORK 
oF NEW 
ARCHIBALD 
ind Clerk tl 


YORK } 
RK. WATSON 
rk « ’ reme Cour 
Court of R 
IX} HEREBY 
VICKS ose 


they | 1: 


INSTITUTION | 


| 
1948 


s genuine 
WHEREOF. 
and affixed my 
f Feb. 1948 


unto set Inv hh 
this 10th day 


(SEAL) 

ARCHIBALD R 
County Cler 
Supr e Court, 
19, Mar. 4. 


WATSON. 
and Clerk i 
New York Cour 


Feb. 11 


Result From Hearings 


The following developme 
resulted from the hearings: 

1. The housing expediter , 
nounced a new amendmen 
the rent regulations which may 
retroactive to the date of 
mission of a petition for adj 
ment, the rent increases grap 
individual property owners up 
any of the 15 grounds. Previoy 
the rent increases became effs 
ive on the date the officia! 
authorizing a higher ren 
issued by the area rent offi 


2. Expediter Woods 
that adequate substantia’ 
necessary to back up recon 
dations of local rent ad 
boards that rent control b 
tinued unchanged. Previously 
expediter had solicited and 
cepted recommendation: 
maintenance of the statu 
without requiring substantiat 
data as he did so meticul 
for those suggesting decont 
a rent increase. 

3. For discussion with 
subcommittee prior to issuaz 
the expediter agreed to d 
a formula which woulc 
specifically the data neces 
be submitted by local ren 
visory boards to the housing 
pediter in order to substar 
their recommendations. Ins 
tions to local boards now 
specific, and consequently, 
recommendations are ofte 
jected because they do not 
the exact requirements of t! 
pediter even though th: 
backed by lengthy studies d 
sufficient by the local boz 

The first development fi 
testimony by Woods that 
fice was preparing an ame 
ment to make retroactive 
date of submission of the 
cation rent increases grant 
individual cases wher’ 
household equipment had 
added. The discussion resultet 
the amendment making 
active the increases granted 
der any of the 15 ground 
in the regulations. 











Atlantic City’s Hotel of Distinct 


A Hotel Planned and Design 
for Your Every Comfort. . . # 
suring you absolute Rest and Re 
laxation...amid an Atmosphet 


of Refinement... . 


Beautifully Furnished Rooras. 
Ocean Front Verandas... Rod 
Top Solarium .. . Salt Wa 
Baths Cuisine Unsurpass 


. . . Garage on Premises . - 
OPEN ALL YEAR 
Under Ownership Manageme 


Exclusive Penna. Avenvt 
and Boardwalk 

















BURPO C 


192 MARKET 


OmMPANY 


STREET, NEWARK.N.2: 


WE ARE EQUIPPED TO RENDER You Quick, EFFICIENT 
SERVICE Of ALL YOUR PHOTOSTAT REQUIREMENTS 
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ings 





DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





elopme 
rings: 


pRPORATIONS—A_corpora- 
tion able to pay its bonded 
its 




















itor J debt in accordance with 
2 a obligation, cannot invoke the 
ament 


aid of Chancery to make a 
new contract extending ma- 
turity dates etc. 

Digestea from an opinion by 
hdine, J. rendered Jan. 29, 


ich maj 
e Of 
or adj 


ity. 48. N. J. Court of Errors and 
ners uy ppeals. In Re Fidelity Union 
Previow@itje and Mtg. Guaranty Co. For 


me effs 
icia! op 

rent 
t Office 


bndholders—Harrison & Roche 
Darby, Farkas & Samuels, 
pbert T. Darby, Harold Farkas. 
br Pascal & Beckelman—Har- 


CHANCERY PRACTICE—On a/' 
motion to strike, all facts ade-| 
quately pleaded are accepted 
as true but conclusions or 
characterizations of the legal | 


e not party. 
pst fo pring to| WORKMENS COMPENSATION 
examination by the court. Pororney = ee ee 
Se ee sa = there ve _ — _pre- 
agent against his principal| ¢ceurred. and. either makes 
epi Pre ba ptboweesn = rad it a compensable accident, an 


transaction is so complicated | 
that the remedy at law is in-| 
or the accounting 


adequate, 


EVIDENCE — Prior contradict- 
ory declarations of a party 


his testimony, but once ad- 
' mitted, unlike these of a non- 
party witness, may be used as 
substantive proof for either 


award should be granted. 


Wachenfeld, J. 


29, 1948. N. J. Court of Errors 


is Chashin. For N. J. Realty Co. is ancillary to the principal and Appeals. Link v. Eastern. 
Charles B. Niebling. purpese of the action. |For appellant—Rothbard, Har- 
The N. J. Realty Co. is a cor- pigested from an opinion by ris & Oxfeld (Leslie S. Kohn of 
bration organized in connec- Jayne, V.C. rendered Feb. 10,| counsel). For respondent—Reid 
pn with the rehabilitaton of j94g In Chancery of New Jer- Kelly & Flaherty (Robert E. 
lyfe Fidelity Union Title and sey. Between Maihack and Kiernan of counsel) 
d and g@orte Be Company. | adhe Mehl. For complainant—Walter This is a Workmen’s Compen- 
ions oan = 1937 the Realty R. Whitehurst. For defendants! sation case. Appellant’s version 
status gmp. took over the are Se Fi- —Kenneth C. Hand (Samuel) of the accident differs substant- 
stan tiaigglity prone nay Sy pom Koestler of counsel). ially from the admissions made 
cs ye oa gh ens tds June 1.1952. This matter is before the| by him to the attending phy- 
pe ae pigs Ae nora ; ile sician and nurse, both of whom 
th certain interest provisions. COUrt on a motion to strike the — * — v 
: 2 ; bill testified to these contradictory 
with qgne Realty Co. recently be- admissions. The Bureau found 
) issuangme” proceedings to exchange The bill alleges complainant} fo, petitioner. The Common 
o draw esent Class A bonds for was appointed as agent and pjeas reversed and the Supreme 
ula sme 2D nds maturing at a iater trustee of the defendanitts tO; court affirmed the Pleas. 
2cessaneeee and for extension of the manage their property, and Appellant’s version was that 
| rent ggpess B bonds from 1952 to 1960 seeks an accounting, appoint- 4, he was returning from the 
ousing ame fOr other changes in the ment of a guardian and approv- plant cafeteria ail passing a 
bstantiggeerest Payable. A majority of al of the court before turning Coca Cola dispenser he decided 
s. Instrygta classes of bondholders ap- over the assets in his possession to get a drink. took out a nickel 
ow are geeved and thereafter the plan and control to the successor vanained toward the machine 
ently, @ps 2Pproved by the Court of named by the defendants. There slipped on the wet floor, struck 
often gpancery. Several of the B is no dispute as to his adminis-| the glass on the machine, and 
) not mpedholders objected and now tration. Complainant’s action is! eyt his wrist. The plant phy- 
; of the are ; : taken as a precaution. Annexed <icijan and nurse testified he 
they @poe question presented 1s did to the bill are the documents hagq stated he had put the nick- 
an dae court have jurisdiction to captioned “Power of attorney” el in the machine and not get- 
boards prov the plan for extension by which he assumed and un- ting his drink shook the ma- 
it follogm Maturity date of the B bonds qertook administration of de- chine and the glass fell out and 
nat his@gpenst the dissenting B bond- fendants’ property. lacerated his hana 
n amegmecels: . On a motion to strike a bill, Prior cont ictory declara- 
- 4nd ne court based its decision 4) a : , | ree ; aie nar 
tive to all of the facts adequately tions of a party are admissible 


the ap rtly on the appticability of 
a Mortgage Guaranty Corpor- 





pleaded therein are accepted as 





to neutralize his testimony but 








granted See? Rekabiiitation Act That true. The characterizations and’ once admitted they may be used 
eré egy oe  ** conclusions in the bill are not! as substantive proof for either 
had tar. ” Seeeegrney legisla 10N. however implicitly adopted. The party. Such evidence is affirm- 
resulted Ms ne inoperative May 24, pleader’s construction of the le-| ative proof, and is not, as in 
ing re o Ass : _, gal nature of a document is not' the case of non-party wit- 
-anted Men’ Court also found the ma - controlling. The document is’ ness, solely yntradict, neu- 
unds lism.‘ on sa reservation exposed to examination and tralize or discredit 
isdiction contained in the construction by the court. The} A compensation award should 
of 1932. oe unten- court has inherent power to dis- not rest on conjecture, but 
ause the court in effect miss a pill where it is evident where, as there are two 
new contract. Under from the exhibit accompanying versions of the accident 
ontract the B bondhold- the bill, that the pleaders legal! occurred, and either version 
#2 yyeceher oo construction thereof is patently makes it a compensable acci- 
eas the & Sesiiie aaah unaccountable. Such is the situ-| dent, an award shovid be grant- 
ane : Soave” ation here. The documents by) ed. Under the rules of evidence 
aa na - Perny, Bg which complainant assumed his! from the testimony submitted 
ould be paid in — duties did nothing more than there are only two legally ac- 
court cannot compe! dIs- make him an agent. There was’ ceptable versions of what hap- 
& bondholders to accept a no trust. They are exactly what| pened, and either requires a 
ontract, if the assets Of were denominated, to wit, Pow-, finding for appellant. There is 
sages Meese voli - ies ers of Attorney. no evidence that the accident 
the wee ee Except in cases where there did not arise out of and in the 
; . pire are S course of the emp'’oyment and 
Remanded for further pro-| @"¢ mutual accounts or the | ¢ o Ele gcse gi : 
din transactions are so involved or) its judgment mu herefore be 
i, reversed and the judgment of 























FOREIGN ATTORNEYS law is inadequate, or where an the Bureau affirmed. 

Distinct accounting is ancillary to the CHANCERY ys TICE The 
superior and principal cause of NUE . ie 
Deg ME ICAN ATTORNEY tue. the hj ‘relation of, ‘Court may refuse to strike an 
1. . fares ce eee principal and agent does not answer as sham, though the) 
t and Re an Immigration Cases of itself entitle an agent to pe earn files no or 
spher ic ; maintai i . _ affidavits, if it is of the opinion 
~~ Luis Rojas de la Torre ee prow eat aoe a full and formal] hearing is 
50 East 42nd Street, N.Y. are alten Yea a eras Pages dvisable to guard against an 
MUrray Hill 2-0780 of the exceptions are here al-| @@visa 8 ‘ 
Rooras. leged. The bill must therefore injustice. 

5... Roo be dismissed. Digested from an opinion by 
alt Wate —— Wachenfeld endered Jan. 29, 
isurpass MEXICAN LAWYER Announcement 1948. N. J. © Errors and 
i with Merican Consulate App eals. Seylaz Bennett. For 
lises . = ; : pr 3g Abraham A. Golden. 
‘LORENZO J. ROEL Frank G. Masini announces ' mor respondents: Michael Breit- 
AR 49 BROADWAY, NEW YORK the removal of his = % | kopf (Irving Siezler of counsel). 
o BArclay 7-4796 Sheraton Building, 11 Hill Street,| “nis is an appeal from an or- 
sagem Newark. der denying a motion to strike 
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515 Clinton Ave., Newark 8, N. J. 


Call Clinton! 


for PROMPT 
TITLE INSURANCE SERVICE 








Title 


and MORTGAGE GUARANTY CO. 


Organized 1928 
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Bigelow 8-3232 © 


the answer to e amended bill. 

The original bill was against 
Ida Bennett, but after answering 
she died. Thereafter an amend- 
ed and supplemental bill was 
filed naming her executor and 
beneficiaries as defendants. The 
bill is to set aside a conveyance 
of a piece of property and to re- 
cover a sum of money. 


HE (‘OuURT Pres 
LAW PRINTERS. 


({30CEDARST. NEW YORK | 
|. REeter 2-2544 | 





“4 
O 
on 
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are admissible to neutralize | 


Digested from an opinion by| 
rendered Jan. | 






Defendants’ answer pleaded 
ignorance of and in the alterna- 
tive denied the allegations of 
the bill. 

Complainants moved to strike 
the “answer as sham and sub- 
mitted affidavits. The defend- 
lants filed no answering affi- 
| davits. 


that the affidavits could not be 
considered competent evidence 
relating to the transfer to Mrs. 
Bennett and held “The defend- 
ants being ignorant of the trans- 
actions, presented no affidavits. 


unfortunate position of having | 


The Vic@® Chancellor observed | 





Indeed; all the parties are in the | 


no first-hand knowledge of the | 


matters in controversy ... 
case ought not be decided on af- 
fidavits taken ex parte and 
without cross examination”. 

The practice of striking a 
sham defense in Chancery is 
statutory but is not intended to 
prevent a full hearing of a case 
where in the opinion of the court 
this is necessary or advisable to 
guard against an injustice. 

The record shows quite con- 
vincingly that the Vice Chancel- 
lor sought to prevent a miscar- 
riage of justice. There is no just- 
ification for disturbing the order. 

Affirmed. 

LABOR — ARBITRATION—The 
court cannot order parties to 
a collective labor agreement 
to arbitrate their differences 
under R.S. 2:40-12 unless their 
agreement provides for com- 
pulsory arbitration of the 
matter in dispute. 

A provision in a contract call- 
ing for arbitration of disputes 
over merit wage increases does 
not require arbitration of a 
demand for a general wage 
rise. 

Digested from af opinion by 
Eastwood, J. rendered Feb. 6, 
1948. N. J. Supreme Court. United 
v. Kidde. For prosecutor: Roth- 
bard, Harris & Oxfeld (Samuel 
L. Rothbard, Emil Oxfeld and 
Abraham L. Friedman of coun- 
sel). For defendant: Lum, Fair- 
lie & Foster (Joseph J. Biunno 
of counsel). 

This is an application for a 
writ of certiorari to review the 
refusal of former Justice Parker 
to make an order directing the 
parties to arbitrate. The facts 
are stipulated. 

On November 16, 1945 prose- 
cutor and defendant entered 
into a collective labor agreement. 
Article V of the agreement sei 
up a schedule of the rates of 
pay for the various grades of 
workers, and also a schedule of 
Automatic Wage increases for 
certain grades and provided for 
a quarterly review by the re- 
spondent, on a merit basis, of 
the performance records of all 


hourly workers. Any disagree- 
ments with merit increases are 
to be adjusted through the 


Grievance Procedure. 

Article VII is entitled ‘“Nego- 
tiations and Adjustments and 
provides wages and hours shall 
be negotiated between the Com- 
pany and the Union whenever 
necessary and that any supple- 
mental agreement so reached 
shall be reduced to writing and 
made part of this agreement. 

In March, 1946 prosecutor 
notified defendant it desired to 
open negotiations with respect 
to wages and demanded a gen- 
eral wage increase of 18% cents 
per hour for all workers repre- 
sented by it. The parties were | 
unable to reach an agreement. | 
Accordingly prosecutor applied | 


the | k 









Announcement 


Rocco F. Senna announces the 
removal of his office from 24 
Commerce St., Newark, to 589 
Central Ave., East Orange, where 
he will continue to engage in 
practice in association with 
Fred Belcuore. 

















J 
Bankruptcies 

BRAND  Ine., 1649 Boardwalk, Atlantic 
City: Invol.: William Lipkin, refr: Alt- 
man & Batker & Leoa Finley, soir. : 

GREENHOUSE, du Tess, 28 Bowk Ave.. Nwk: 
vol.; liab. $44,520: assets $285: Weelans 
« qh ani. refr. s Harry G. Cohew. solr. ; 

HOF . MAN, Louis S.. 367 Madison Av 

saurence Harbor: vol.; Liab. $3,199.75 
pone nowe; a refr 
Heury K. 0! 

KATZ, William, aes 
vol.: liahb. $1 220.95  samete $3. 
Wee. ans a Cahill, retr Samuel eon 
solr. : 

aa ual ag Frank. r.; vol.:; liab. $4.- 
641.1 assets Lipkin, refr.; 
bliss G. Naame, solr.; 2-11 

PROTOMANTIO, Jose “ph & Justine, indiv- 
idually & trdg. as Clnb Monticelli, 109 
13th St.. Hoboken: invol.; Weelans & Ca- 
hill. refr.; Max Brostin, solr.: 2-5 

SHAPIRO, Evelyn, individually & trdg. as 
Lloyds Furniture Co. 18 Passaic St., 
Passaic: invol.; Weelans & © abit refr. 
Hendrickson & Jacobs, solr. ; 2-9 

SVPONAEEI George Wilson L. Madson, 
trdg. as Modern Food Market, 131 Madi- 
son <Ave., Perth Amboy ; vol liab. $4, 
VR4.59 ; " assets $2.55 2.20: “Weelans x 
‘ mage refr. ; Alphonse RR. Makowski, 

2-4 

WHITH “EY, Edward J., individually & trdg 
as Purity Bakery, 612 Main St. pred) 
Beach: vol.: liab. $10,052.55: assets s 
416.: Weelans. i Cahill, refr.; Simmill & 
Mirne, solr. ; i) 

for an order under R.S. 2:40-12 


| directing that the differences be 


arbitrated in accordance with 
Article [X—Grievance Proced- 
ure—Arbitration, as set forth in 
the agreement. The defendant 
contended the agreement did 
not oblige it to submit to com- 
pulsory arbitration on the ques- 
tion of a general wage increase. 
Justice Parker agreed with this 
contention and accordingly de- 
nied prosecutor’s application. 

A thorough reading of the 
contract shows no provision for 
arbitration of a question of gen- 
eral wage increase. Prosecutor 
points to the provisions of the 
contract relating to arbitration. 
But these relate to merit in- 
creases under the grievance pro- 
cedure. The provision of Article 
VII that wage questions should 
be negotiated between the Un- 
ion and Company negatives the 
claim to arbitration and con- 
firms defendant’s contention 
that arbitration of such ques- 
tions was not contemplated. 
There is no provision that if the 
parties cannot agree after the 
negotiations, compulsory arbi- 
tration may be had. 

The agreement not providing 
for arbitration, the rule must be 
discharged. 
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Master of Laws Degree (LL.M.) 
Courses of the Graduate Department 
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ESSEX COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 


COURT NOTES 





Civil Criminal 


Week of Feb. 23 
Week of Mar. 1 


Judge Flannagan 
Judge Hartshorne 


The Civil Part Schedule is as follows: 


Mondays — Miscellaneous motions and appeals. 
Tuesdays — Orphans’ Court. 


Judges Hartshorne and Naughright 
Judges Flannagan and Naughright 


| LEGISLATIVE NEWS 


Judge Conlon 


Wednesdays — Sentences. 
Thursdays — Special Sessions Trials 


Motions addressed to actions at law are heard on Fridays by Judge Conlon. é 





HUDSON COUNTY COURTS OF COMMON PLEAS 


Date 


Feb. 20 
Feb. 27 Arr. and Sent. 


Judge Duffy 


Jury Panel Selec. 


September 1947 Term 

Judge Ziegener 
Arr. and Sent. 
Orphans’ Court 


Judge Drewen 
Orphans’ Court 
Motions and Misc 





ATLANTIC COUNTY 

Supreme and Circuit 
Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
Trials to Feb. 19 inclusive. 
Motions—Feb. 27, March 12. 


BERGEN COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 

Hon. J. Wallace Leyden 

High number reached — 
Weekly call—380. 

Daily call—369. 

Motions—First and Third Friday 

of each month while at Circuit 
Common Pleas 

Hon. A. Demorest Del Mar 

High number reached—108. 

Motions — First Friday of each 
month. 

BURLINGTON COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 

Hon. Haydn Proctor 

Trials—March 1 to March 18 in- 
clusive. 

Motions — 2nd Friday of each 
month at Toms River, 3rd Fri- 
day of each month at Camden, 
at 10:30 A.M. 


CAMDEN COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
Hon. Haydn Proctor 
Trials — to March 1, 1948. 
Motions — Third Friday of each 
month at 10:30 A.M. 
CAPE MAY COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
Trials concluded. 
Motions at Atlantic City, Feb. 27, 
and March 12. 








NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N.J. 
Mitchell 2-1406 


Services available to attorneys only. 











LICENSED Elizabeth 2-3359 
BONDED 2-4644 


Hanus Detective Agency 
Suite 601-602 
1143 East Jersey Street 
Elizabeth, N. J. 
CHARLES HANUS, Principal 











Telephone 
Asbury Park 2-7140 
If No Answer 
Manasquan 7-3552 


Glendon J. Tranter 
PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR 
ELECTRONIC & SCIENTIFIC 

DETECTION EQUIPMENT 
—Divorce Evidence Obtained— 


710 Mattison Ave., Asbury Park 


Licensed 
Bonded 
License N« 











LLECTRONKC 


COURT REPORTING 




















CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 

Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
| Trials—March 22 to April 8 in- 
| clusive. 
| Motions at Atlantic City, Feb. 27 
| and March 12; at Woodbury 
| Feb. 20 and Mar. 5. 
ESSEX COUNTY 
| Assignment Judge— 
| Hon. William A. Smith 
| Acting Assignment Commission- 
|er—John F. O’Brien 
| Supreme and Circuit 
| High number reached — 
| Weekly call—700. 
| Daily call—643. 
| Motions — Every Friday. 
| Common Pleas 
| Hon. Joseph E. Conlin 
| High number reached — 

Weekly call—484. 

Daily call—386. 


GLOUCESTER COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 

|Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
| Trials—March 1 to March 18, in- 
| clusive 
| Motions at Woodbury Feb. 20 & 

Mar. 5; at Atlantic City, Feb. 

27 and Mar. 12. 

HUDSON COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 

| Hon. Henry E. Ackerson, Jr. 
High numbers reached. 

Weekly call—435. 

Daily call—371. 
Motions — Every friday. 

Common Pleas 

Hon. August Ziegener 
| High number reached — 

Weekly call—786. 

Daily call—735. 

Motions — Every Friday. 
HUNTERDON COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 

Hon. Ralph J. Smalley 
| Trials concluded. 
MERCER COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
Hon. Ralph J. Smalley 
Trials to March 18th. 
Motions— Fridays at ten o’clock. 
Common Pleas 
Hon. Charles P. Hutchinson 
Motions—Fridays at 10:00 A.M. 
MONMOUTH COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
Hon. Robert V. Kinkead 
High number reached — 
Weekly call—174. 
Daily call—155. 
Motions—Friday, Feb. 20th at 
10:00 A.M. 
Common Pleas 
Hon. John C. Giordiano 
Trials in progress 
Motions—1st and 3rd Thurs. at 
1:30 P.M. 
MORRIS COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
Hon. J. Wallace Leyden 
Trials concluded. 
Motions — Fridays, while at cir- 
cuit. 
OCEAN COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
Hon. Haydn Proctor 
Trials— March 22nd _ through 
April 15th. 
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| Motions — 2nd Friday of each 
| month at Toms River, 3rd Fri- 
day at Camden, 10:30 A.M. 
PASSAIC. COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
| Hon. Robert H. Davidson 
High number reached—275. 
Motions—Every Friday. 
Common Pleas 
|Hon. Alexander M. Mac Leod 
High number reached—230. 
SALEM COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 


Judge Conlon | 


Judge Stanton | 


Motions and Misc. | 
Special Hearings | 





Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
Trials concluded. 
| Motions at Atlantic City, Feb. 27 
and Mar. 12. 
SOMERSET COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 





Hon. Ralph J. Smalley 

Trials concluded. 
Motions—Every Fri. at Trenton. | 
UNION COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit | 
| Hon. Frank L. Cleary | 
High number reached—420. 
Motions—Every Friday. 

Common Pleas 
Hon. Walter L. Hetfield, III 
High number reached—56. 

Motions—Every Friday. 
WARREN COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 

Hon. Ralph J. Smalley 
Trials — March 22nd to April 
8th inclusive. 
Motions—Every Fri. at Trenton. | 





Judge Hartshorne To 
Address Hudson Bar 


The Monthly meeting will be 
held Thursday, February 19, 1948 
at 8:30 P. M. in the Hudson 
County Bar Association Library, 
930 Bergen Avenue, Jersey City. | 


Samuel Spingarn, Chairman | 
of the Program Committee has 


announced the guest speaker for | 


the February meeting will be} 
Richard Hartshorne, Judge of the 
Common Pleas Court of Essex 
County. | 

Judge Hartshorne is Chairman |} 
of “The New Jersey Commission 
on Interstate Cooperation”. His 
discourse will cover cooperation 
between sister States in legal 
|matters on law and procedure. | 
His talk will also cover conflicts | 
lof laws between various States, | 
| their possible remedies and the) 
lawyers problem in connection | 
| therewith. 

Judge Hartshorne is a graduate | 
| of Princeton University and Col- 
|} umbia Law School. He was form- 
|erly Assistant U. S. District At- 
|torney and is a former N. J. 
| State Commander of the Ameri- 
| can Legion. 

He has always been an ardent 
| worker and supporter of the ad- 
|vancement of legal education 

for the practicing attorney and 
has devoted much of his time on 
| behalf of his fellow-lawyer. His 
| talk will embrace a comprehen- 
| Sive study of the theories of in- 
| terstate cooperation. 

| President Albert L. Zorn has 
| requested all newly appointed 
chairmen submit the reports of 
| their organization committee 
| meetings at the February meet- 
; ing. 





Patent — Trade Marks 


CONSULT 
Z.H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 3ist) 
New York 1, N. Y. 


Phone: LO. 5-3088 














The following bills were in-} 


Actions at Law | troduced in the Assembly: 


17 Pass October |; 
‘Counsellors Examina}; 


The following Attorneys p, 


A-170 Simmill. To permit the| ed the October 1947 Counsej 
purchaser of tax liens to file a Exam: 


bill in equity for foreclosure of 
the right of redemption to in-| 
clude two or more separate ac- 
tions founded on two or more 
certificates of sale. (Munic.) 

A-204 Musto. To provide for 
contributions by joint tort-feas- 
ors in certain cases. (R. & A. of | 
L.) 

A-211 Keim. To provide for an} 
8 hour day and 5 day week for| 
civil service employees. (Civ. 
Ser.) 

A-212 Keim. Companion bill to 
A-211. Amends a different sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes. | 
(Civ. Ser.) 

A-226 Shershin. To prohibit the 
sale of new automobiles within 
6 months after it is sold by the 
manufacturer or dealer, except 
with the approval of the Com- 
missioner of Motor Vehicles. 


| (Jud.) 


A-238 Artaserse. To regulate 
the payment of counsel and 
proctor fees under wills, etc. 
(Jud.) 

A-240 Friedland. To provide 
that an employee’s death shall 
be presumed to have arisen out of 
his employment, where such em- 
ployee has sustained injuries in 
the course of his employment 
and death ensues. (Jud.) 

A-241 Reiffin. To repeal Sub- 


Section X of Section 34:15-12 of | a 
| the Revised Statutes concerning 


inguinal hernia, under the Work- 


|/men’s Compensation Law. (Jud.) 
increase 45 
|commissions of trustees, fiduci- 
| aries, etc. (Jud.) 


A-252 Artaserse. To 


Federal Bar Announces 
3rd Tax Symposium 


Mr. Joseph T. Higgins, chair- 
man of the Federal Bar Tax Law 
Institute of the Federal Bar As- 
sociation of New York, New Jer- 
sey and Connecticut, announced 
that the third tax symposium of 


the Institute for the 1947-1948 fi." 


season will be held on Wednes- 
day evening, February 25, 1948 at 
7:30 P. M. 
U. S. Court House, Foley Square, 
New York City. Hon. Edward A. 
Conger, U. S. District Court 
Judge, will preside. 

The speakers will be J. S. Seid- 
man. Esq. of Seidman & Sei- 
man, and tax columnist of the 


|New York Herald Tribune, who 


will discuss “Imvortant Tax 
Pointers in Buying or Selling a 
Business,” and Charles J. Siegel, 
Esq., head of the tax department 
of Research Institute of America 
Inc., who will discuss “Options 
available for Tax Savings on In- 
dividual Returns.” An open for- 
um, with audience participation, 
will follow the talks. 

Tickets are complimentary 


|and will be mailed to any mem- 


ber of the Bar on request ad- 
dressed to Walter H. Schulman, 
17 Academy Street, Newark. 

The symposium series will be 
continued on the last Wednes-| 
day of March and of April, 1948. | 
Suggestions and inquiries as to} 
future topics are invited, and} 
may be addressed to Maurice H. | 
Rich, Chairman of Committee on 
? 


Lectures, 1775 Broadway, N.Y. 19. ; 


John M. De Yoe 
Joseph Gordon 
George S. Grabow 
Charles S. Joelson 
Jules J. Kelsey 
Donald R. Kennédy 
Thomas N. Kessel 
Aldona Leszczynski-Apple; 
Warren J. Lynch 
Karnick Odjakjian 
Edward M. Rothstein 
Dudley A. Schlosser 
Edward L. C. Vogt 
Roland Vreeland 
Jules Wagner. 
Mortimer Wald 
Isadore I. Zlotkin 





LEGAL NOTICES 





February 13 


© 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH R. WALSH, «& 
Pursuant to 
BECKER, Surrogate of the County of 
this day made, on the applicatic ‘ 
undersigned, i 
notice is hereby given to the cr: ditoy 
said deceased, to 
under o 
demands nit 
; Within six months from this date 
will be 


the order of GE RG 


Executor saic 
exhibit to the 
or affirmation, their ¢ rims 
inst the estate of said dec 


forever barred from prose -utigg 


9 Clinton Street, 
Newark 2, N. J 


Feb. 19, 26 


February 13 


ESTATE OF ASSUNTA DI MASI, deve 
Pursuant to the rE‘ 
BECKER, 
this 


order of GEORGE 
Surrogate of the County 
day made, on the applicatic 
gned, Pxecutor of = said 
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tNEY DESIRES 
lividual or firm + 
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Je 





COUNSELLOR, ADM 
full time servi 


in Room 110 of the , 


from ext 
Box 124 


ITTED 1914, 
e with Warren 
bate and divorce cases Re 
tensive Hudson & Essex 
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RESEARCH LAWYDPR 
search, briefs, in own office. Box No 


WILL 1) 





Paterson 


FOR SALE 


Law Equity Misc. Complete to 
Atlantic Reporter. Complete to 


—Good Condition— 
Many Rare and Old Texts 
Bookcases Sectional 
Law Libraries and Odd Book 

Appraised and Bought 
MILLAR, 102 No. Main Street 
LAmbert 3 











Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
IRVING M. MINION 

Associated Adjusters 
24 Commerce St., Newark 


Mitchell 2-1771 MArket 2-5 














MEXICAN ACTIONS 
AND LAWS 


(Specializing) 


Offices in Mexico Over 30 Ye 


E. DEAN FULLER 


24 W. 40th, N.Y.C. Penn. 6-# 
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Mitchell 2-7875 





TITLE INSURANCE 


DWE ofter the service of a sound NEW JERSEY 
company engaged exclusively in the examina- 
tion and insurance of titles to real estate in 


LAWYERS TITLE GUARANTY COMPANY 
OF NEW JERSEY 


A New Jersey Corporation—ORGANIZED 1927—Serving New Jersey 
7 NELSON PLACE opp. Essex County Hell of Records NEWARK, N. J. 
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